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THE INTEKKELATIONS OF THE GREEK DIALECTS 

By Carl Darling Buck 

I 

The question of the interrelationship of the Greek dialects has 
an unceasing attraction, not only to the grammarian, but to every 
student of Greek history. For it always has held and will con- 
tinue to hold the first place in any discussion of early Greek 
tribal relations. It is true that we have gone through a period 
of destructive criticism as to the validity of linguistic evidence, 
the nature and even the existence of well-defined dialects. But 
the total result of the discussions evoked by such criticism, and 
the more searching inquiry into the character of living dialects, 
especially those of France and Germany, has been only to empha- 
size more strongly the inseparable connection between language 
and political and economic history. I will not dwell here upon 
this general proposition, which I have emphasized elsewhere, 1 
especially since in the study of the Greek dialects the propriety 
of combining linguistic and historical data has never been seri- 
ously doubted, and, in recent years has been maintained with 
renewed confidence. 2 

lu The Relation of Comparative Grammar to Other Branches of Learning," an 
address delivered at the St. Louis Congress of Arts and Sciences, September, 1904, 
and now printed in the proceedings of the same, Vol. Ill, pp. 32 ff. (see pp. 43 ff.). 
See also the recent literature cited in Indog. Forsch. Anz. XVIII, p. 46, note. 

2 For example, in the excellent articles of Solmsen, especially his " Thessaliotis 
und Pelasgiotis," Rhein. Mus. LVIII (1903), pp. 598 ff. ; Meister's Dover und Achaer, 
[Classical Philology II, July, 1907] 241 
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But the traditional data concerning the early relations and 
movements of the Greek peoples are of such unequal value, such 
a mixture of genuine tradition and later fiction, and so incomplete 
withal, that it is essential to view the linguistic evidence as ob- 
jectively as possible. A necessary preliminary to the impartial 
study of the dialect relations is, of course, the determination of 
the distribution of each linguistic phenomenon without regard to 
any preconceived notion of their grouping. Such studies as 
Thumb's Spiritus Asper, Kretschmer's "Der wandel von r vor i 
in <r ; " Kukri's Zeitschr. XXX, pp. 565 ff., Solmsen's "Der Uber- 
gang von e in i vor Vocalen," Kukris Zeitschr. XXXII, pp. 513 ff., 
and others, are fundamental. The next step is to observe how 
these phenomena group themselves. Agreement between dialects 
in certain phenomena, if not accidental, must be due to their 
contiguity at some period. It may reflect their position either 
in the historical period or in one or more prehistoric periods. 
The greater the number of phenomena in which dialects agree 
the less likelihood that this agreement is accidental. And if 
the agreement of certain dialects in a considerable number of 
phenomena coincides with traditional accounts of the relations 
of those speaking them, we are entitled to regard the latter 
as confirmed. Now, in order to realize all the possibilities 
of grouping and their relative cogency it is almost necessary 
that the distribution of the various phenomena should be pre- 
sented in such a way as to be readily surveyed, namely, in 
tabular form. 

For some years I have employed a series of charts of this 
kind for my own convenience and for purposes of instruction; 
and my chief excuse for adding another to the existing discus- 
sions of the dialect relations is the belief that such a tabular pres- 
entation is not a mere device for the assistance of beginners, 
but can claim scientific value as affording an objective view of 
the linguistic evidence which it is not easy to gain otherwise. 

which must, however, be regarded as a failure in its main thesis (see below, p. 245), 
Thumb's " Dialektf orschung und Stammesgeschichte," Neue Jahrb., 1905, pp. 385 ff. 
The earlier monograph of Hoffmann, De mixtis Graecae linguae dialectis, though 
often manipulating the evidence in a wholly unconvincing manner, deserved more 
credit for its suggestiveness than it received from its critics. 
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But whereas in my original charts the phenomena were arranged 
in logical order (vowel changes, consonant changes, case-forms, 
etc.) without regard to grouping, I have preferred to present in 
this paper a chart of phenomena selected and rearranged so as to 
bring out the most significant groupings, leaving for a later time 
the exhibition of the other phenomena, the distribution of which 
does not fall into such groups, and is, for the most part, in my 
opinion, accidental. Naturally, however, the material given in 
this chart is not all of equally certain significance, and I have 
included some few things about which I am myself doubtful, but 
which it seemed most convenient to present here. On the other 
hand, I have excluded a number of phenomena to which some 
scholars have attributed a significance which I cannot find war- 
ranted in the actual distribution. For example, the infinitive in 
-ev is often classed as a Doric characteristic, while vice versa, 
Hoffmann, De mixtis graecae linguae dialectis, pp. 60 ff., claims 
it as an "Achaean" element which has survived in some Doric 
dialects. But the distribution of -ev and -etv, -rjv is not such as 
to lend any plausibility to either view, and has, I believe, no 
more bearing on the grouping of the dialects than that of the 
imperative endings -vreo and -vtcov. Yet I recognize that no two 
scholars will agree in all details in their judgment of what is sig- 
nificant and what is accidental, and claim nothing final for the 
selection made. 

The following points are to be noted in explanation of the 
chart. The distribution of a given phenomenon is shown by 
crosses placed in vertical columns beneath a caption indicating 
the phenomenon in question and opposite the names of the dia- 
lects in which this appears. The captions are of widely different 
scope; some referring only to the particular form given (e. g., 
roi\, others (e. g., BiSwti) being examples chosen as a convenient 
means of briefly indicating a phenomenon of considerable range, 
the precise scope of which is stated, and material quoted where 
this seemed called for, in the notes, which are numbered to coin- 
cide with the columns of the chart. I had thought of distinguish- 
ing between cases where the absence of a cross is due to the 
fact that the form of a dialect is known to be different and where 
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it may be due simply to lack of evidence, but decided that to 
carry this out systematically would only obscure the chart, and 
that this matter was better left to the notes. But a cross within 
a circle ( e ) is sometimes used as an intimation of some reserva- 
tion, the nature of which is explained in the notes, e. g., "late," 
"unusual," "indirectly evidenced," etc. 

The dialects represented include all those which are at all 
adequately known. Omitted are Pamphylian, because of the 
meagerness of the material, and Achaean, Messenian, Cnidian 
(as well as those of many of the small islands of the Aegean), 
Aetolian, Acarnanian, Epirotan, of which we have little or no 
material which is not late and simply in the Doric or Northwest 
Greek Koivrj. But anything of importance from these dialects is 
mentioned in the text. Thessalian is subdivided into that of the 
Pelasgiotis (P.) and that of the Thessaliotis (Th.), for which the 
terms East and West Thessalian, though not strictly appropriate, 
are sometimes used in the text for brevity. But the distinction 
is observed (a cross of reduced size opposite the subdivision 
is used) only where there is actual evidence that the two differed; 
that is, a phenomenon is cited simply as Thessalian (the cross 
then being of the usual size) not only when it is quotable from 
both, but also when it is quotable from only one division, pro- 
vided there is no reason as yet to suspect that this is anything 
but accidental. Ionic is also subdivided into East (E.), Central 
(C), and West (W.) or Euboean, though in this chart there is 
only one occasion to distinguish them. Phocian includes, and, 
as regards early material, consists mainly of, Delphian, and the 
forms cited are generally quoted as such. Megarian and Corin- 
thian, of course, include the dialect of the colonies. Argolic is 
used as the general term for the dialect of Argolis, while Argive 
has its more specific sense, and forms from the cities of the Acte 
are generally cited as Epidaurian, etc. The dialects of Cos and 
Calymna are included under the head of Coan, those of Thera 
and Melos under Theran. West Creek is employed, as frequently 
in late years, as the general term to include the Northwest Greek 
dialects and the Doric, the latter term being used in its narrower 
and usual historical sense. Lesbian, Thessalian, and Boeotian 
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are, as usual, called Aeolic, though the last two are so only in 
part. For the group which is represented in the historical 
period by Arcadian and Cyprian I have generally been satisfied 
with Arcado-Cyprian, but one feels the need of a different term 
when referring to pre-Doric conditions (it is incongruous to speak 
of an Arcado-Cyprian survival in Argolis or Laconia), and I 
have been tempted to follow Solmsen in calling the group Achaean 
(Hoffmann's South Achaean). For I am convinced that this is 
the proper application of this much-abused term, and the only 
objection is that it is used by others in such widely different 
senses. 1 

The results of the chart are not to institute any radically new 
groupings, but mainly to confirm conclusions, some of which 
have long been evident, and others clear to many in recent years, 
but not so universally recognized as to make it superfluous to 
give them emphasis. The close connection between the North- 
west Greek and the Doric dialects was surmised by Ahrens, who 
pointed out (I, p. 2) that the statement of Strabo (viii. 333) 
according to which they were Aeolic was unsupported by any 
other evidence, either traditional or linguistic. This conclusion 
has been fully confirmed by the additions to the material from 
the Northwest Greek dialects, at that time meager and mostly 
late, and has been made increasingly evident by the early Del- 
phian inscriptions found in recent years. It is seen now that a 
fundamental division of the Greek dialects is that into the West 
Greek dialects as a whole and the East Greek, or, as Wilamowitz 

1 Ridgeway, Early Age of Greece, and R. Meister, Dorer und Achaer, apply the 
term Achaean to a population which was pre-Doric, but not identical with that whose 
speech survived in Arcado-Cyprian. But there is no adequate evidence of any such 
intermediate stratum. Meister's Achaean has all the features which characterize the 
West Greek dialects as a whole, and its alleged difference consists in the absence of 
certain peculiarities (not included in the present chart) which belong to some of the 
Doric dialects and, in part, some which are not Doric, but which Meister now stamps 
as the real criteria of pure Doric. The distinction between Doric and Achaean ele. 
ments which he finds in the inscriptions of Laconia, Argolis, etc., resolves itself into 
a question of KOivii influence. This is the view which forced itself upon me in reading 
the book, and I wrote out a brief criticism along this line, especially as regards the treat- 
ment of intervocalic <r. But I am satisfied now to refer simply to the reviews of Pick 
Woch. f. Mass. Phil., 1905, cols. 593 ft., Thumb Neue Jahrb., 1905, pp. 385 ft. and 
especially that of Schwyzer Indog. Forsch., Anz. XVIII, pp. 46 ff., with which I am 
in full accord. 



246 Cael Darling Buck 

has aptly called them, the Old Hellenic dialects. Nevertheless 
our maps of ancient Greece are still under the ban of Strabo's 
statement, showing Phocis, Aetolia, etc., in Aeolic coloring, and 
one may still find Phocian, Aetolian, Acarnanian, etc., classed 
under the head of Aeolic, e. g., in such an excellent epigraphical 
work as Kern's Inschriften von Magnesia, p. 237. The chart 
shows at a glance the numerous peculiarities which characterize 
the West Greek dialects as a whole (also some that are more 
doubtful), as well as those which distinguish the Northwest Greek 
from the Doric proper. The mixed character of Boeotian and 
Thessalian, in striking confirmation of the tradition (Herod, viii. 
176, Thuc. i. 12. 3), is made apparent; their Aeolic peculiarities 
appearing on the right, the West Greek on the left, the latter 
element being stronger in Boeotia than in Thessaly, and in 
Thessaly itself stronger in the Thessaliotis than in the Pelasgiotis, 
as already shown by Solmsen in the article cited above. When 
we come to the more difficult question of the relations of the 
East Greek dialects to each other, more especially the position of 
Arcado-Cyprian, which Hoffmann groups definitely with Aeolic 
under the head of North and South Achaean, while others claim 
as dogmatically that the two groups are "grundlich verschieden" 
(Cauer Grundfragen der Homerkritik, p. 152, note), the chart 
has the merit of presenting the evidence impartially. Arcado- 
Cyprian has notable points of agreement with the Aeolic which 
cannot be dismissed as insignificant, but also lacks many of the 
distinctive Aeolic peculiarities seen in Lesbian, Thessalian, and 
Boeotian; and on the other hand, it shows certain affinities with 
Attic-Ionic (partly Arcadian only). The historical interpreta- 
tion of these relations will always be problematical, but it is 
most reasonable to assume that the affinities with Attic-Ionic 
reflect contiguity with Ionic peoples in the Peloponnesus both 
before and after the departure of the colonists of Cyprus, 
while the affinities with Aeolic reflect an earlier position, con- 
tiguous to Aeolic peoples and presumably to be sought in 
Northern Greece. Arcadian has some West Greek peculiarities 
which, we may safely assume, were introduced after the Doric 
invasion. 
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CHART I a 

Interrelations of the Greek Dialects 

(Condensed from Chart I) 

Attic 

Ionic 

Arcadian 

Cyprian 

Lesbian 

P. P.' 

Thessalian 
Th. Th. 

Boeotian 

Phocian 

Locrian 

Elean 

Laconian 

Heraclean 

Megarian 

Corinthian 

Argolic 

Khodian 
Coan 

Theran 

Cretan, 



The Interrelations of the Greek Dialects 247 

NOTES TO THE CHAKT 

Left. West Greek 

1-15. These are the phenomena which have the clearest claim to be 
regarded as general West Greek characteristics . Barring a few cases of 
actual divergence in Cretan (5, 7, and possibly 11), we are entitled to 
assume that the absence of examples in some of the dialects, which is 
especially noticeable in the case of Locrian, Elean, and Laconian (for 
which, however, Heraclean, which is given a separate place, fills out most 
of the blanks), is purely accidental, due to the insufficiency of the 
material. It must be remembered also that in many of the Doric dia- 
lects, even where the total amount of material is extensive, for example, 
Rhodian, only a very small part of it antedates the period of koivtj in- 
fluence, most of it being in what may be called the Doric Koiv-q (really a 
Doric-Attic koivt}), in which certain of the West Greek characteristics, in 
distinction from others which persisted for some centuries, were given 
up. Thus the numerals appear in the Koivrj form almost universally after 
the fourth century b. c; uxpos is generally replaced by Upos, toi very fre- 
quently by o£, and often the first plural ending -/ac? by -/aey. 

Of these general West Greek characteristics, 1-10 are also common 
to Boeotian, 1, 2 (and presumably 3), 4-6 to Thessalian (5 only in the 
Thessaliotis), and 3-4 even to Arcadian. 

1. o«Wt — 8t&Wi. This stands for a considerable class of words in 
which the retention of the original t is a West Greek, its change to a 
an East Greek, characteristic. In general, the assibilation of t before t 
is a change the precise conditions of which still remain obscure. Neither 
their formulation by Kretschmer (Kuhn's Zeitschr. XXX, pp. 565 ff.), 
nor that of Goidanich-Brugmann (Brugmann Gr. Gram?, p. 66, and 
the literature cited) is convincing. And, whatever the true factors, they 
are in part wholly independent of dialectic variation. But there remains 
a considerable class of words in which there is a clean-cut dialectic dis- 
tribution of the t- and o-forms, and, no matter whether this is strictly 
phonetic or due to opposite leveling in the two groups, it is one of the 
most significant of all dialectic variations. 

1) All verb forms with the endings -n, -vti. Examples are plentiful 
in all the West Greek dialects and Boeotian, and they are replaced by 
the forms in -<rt only in the most extreme stages of Koivrj influence. That 
Thessalian belongs in the same group is shown by the 3 pi. subj. koltoi- 
kuovvOi. (Hoffmann II, No. 17; see Schulze Gott. gel. Anz. 1897, p. 881). 
The 6 of this and the corresponding Boeotian forms (- v 0i beside sing, in 
-rt) do not represent a phonetic change, an intermediate stage between 
-vti and -vo-i, as was once thought, but arose in the 3 pi. mid. (Thess. 
iyevovOo, Boeot. trvvt[$aXov6o) under the influence of the endings -peda, -<r6t 
(still otherwise Schulze in Sadee De Boeot. tit. dial., p. 23). For the 
position of Thessalian, cf . also ttot, HoraSovv, cited below. 
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2) The numerals for 20 and the hundreds, (p)utaTi = eiKocri, -kouoti = 
-Koo-tot (Arc. Kacrioi). See under 2 and 3. 

3) Some nouns and adjectives in -tis, -tios, -Tia beside -<m, -crios, -cria. 
The majority of words of this class show u without dialectic variation, 
while a few have t even in East Greek. For the material see especially 
Kretschmer loc. cit. There are plenty of cr-forms in the West Greek 
dialects, many of them much too early to be attributed to Koivij influence, 
and, in view of their frequency and the uncertainty as to the factors 
involved in the change, it would be rash, in my opinion, to stamp them 
as survivals from the pre-Doric period, as Solmsen, Rhein. Mus. LIX, 
p. 492, note, though expressing himself cautiously, seems inclined to do. 
Nevertheless there are a number of words which do show a variation 
between t and <r and in which the prevalence of the T-forms in the West 
Greek dialects is unmistakable. The most important examples are: 
'ApTa/xn-tos, 'Apre/iinos in numerous Doric dialects beside a few late forms 
with <t. See Kretschmer loc. cit., p. 583. Cf. now also Delph. 'ApTa/uVui 
='ApT£p.iW (SGDI. 2561 D. 8). — Boeot. 'A<£po8mos, ' A<£po8ma, but oftener 
'A<£po8i(Tios, 'A<ppo8uria, all examples being late (see IG. VII, Index, Sadee 
Be Boeot. tit. dial., pp. 36 f.), Epid. *A<£poSiViov (IG. IV. 1497), Lac. 
'A<ppo8oTca (name of a town, Ahrens II, p. 61). 'A<£poS«7iov occurs beside 
'ApTepuTia) in a late inscription of Acrae, a colony of Syracuse (SGBI. 3246), 
and 'Acj>po8i(nu>v 'ApTep-criiov in an inscription of the Magnetes, which is of 
the first century a. d. and wholly in the Koivq (Ath. Mitth. VII, pp. 71 f .). — 
irAovrios, TrXarios, eviavrios = 7rAov<7ios, ttXtqctio's, iviavcrios are cited as La- 
conian in the Etyin. Mag. (Ahrens, II, p. 60), and of these irAcmW occurs 
also in literary Doric (Ahrens, loc. cit.), and evicwrios in inscriptions of 
Cos (SGBI. 3636. 37) and Delphi (ibid. 2501. 44). But Jviawrcos in Telos 
(ibid. 3458), KaTtnawrios at Gela (ibid. 4250). — Ethnica in -ovvtloi, -ovtloi, 
-tavTioi (all from -o(p)ivTiot), like ScAivowtioi, 'Ottowtioi, 'Ottovtioi, SkiAAwvtioi, 
etc. (see Kretschmer loc. cit., p. 582) are frequent in West Greek terri- 
tory. Naturally these forms are commonly retained in all dialects, e. g., 
by Attic writers, but there is evidence of by-forms with <r which may be 
claimed as the true East Greek equivalents, e. g., SeAtvovo-tot, 'OnWo-ioi 
(Ahrens II, p. 61). — The inhabitants of the Ionic MtXryros are known as 
MiAijoroi, and this form is generally retained, at most with the substitu- 
tion of a for r), e. g., Boeot. MiAdoxos (IG. VII. 519) beside usual MtAr/o-tos. 
But the inhabitants of the Cretan MiAai-os were known as MiA<£tioi (SGBI. 
4952 D. 17, 5152). — Ahrens II, p. 62 thinks that yzpovria which occurs in 
Xen. Rep. Lac. x. 1. 3 in the sense of ' membership in the senate,' was 
the true name of the Spartan senate. But yepw^ui Aristoph. Lys. 980 is 
certainly intended to represent a Laconian yepwhia (from *yepwcria). — The 
name of the Boeotian town which appears in Homer in its old Aeolic 
form EvTprjo-is (cf . also Evrprjo-tg in Arcadia), shows its later Boeotian form 
in Ei>Tp£Ti-<£avTos (see Sadee Be Boeot. tit. dial., p. 36, Solmsen Rhein. 
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Mus. LIX, p. 494), and now more directly in EvrpemSieTes 'AiroAAoin BCH. 
XXVIII (1904), p. 430. — pvTtAlto = pvatAlu) is evidenced by Troiz. ippv- 
Tia<r/«Vovs, etc., IG. IV. 752 passim.' 

4) For npos Homer has also -rrporC and ttoti, but otherwise the distri- 
bution of the t and <r forms is precisely the same as in 0Y0W1, oYSWi, 
namely tropri in Cretan, trori in all the other West Greek dialects, includ- 
ing Boeotian and Thessalian, but Att.-Ion., Lesb. irpos, Arc.-Cypr. to's. 
Argol., Locr., Delph. ttol, beside ttoti, has, among other explanations, been 
viewed as coming from a pre-Doric *w<hti (Arc.-Cypr. ?ros), like Lac. 
HohoiSdv beside Arc. Hoa-oiSdv (see below). So, most recently, Thumb 
Neue Jahrb. 1905, p. 396. I believe that this is correct, and that it is not 
accidental that the form is most frequent in Argolis, where the change 
of intervocalic <r to h and its eventual loss is well attested. But the 
presence of the form in Delphian and Locrian is still a puzzle to me. 
Thumb assumes that not only the er, but its change to h, is pre-Doric, 
and that this change occurred not only in the Peloponnesus but in 
Northern Greece. But apart from the difficulty of assuming this even 
for the Peloponnesus (in view of o- in Arcadian), the earlier population of 
Locris and Phocis was doubtless Aeolic, and there is no trace of such a 
treatment of <r in any Aeolic dialect. 

5) In the name of the god Poseidon the r-forms (HoraSaiDv etc.) are 
attested for various Doric dialects and for Delphian, Boeotian, and Thes- 
salian, the o-forms for Attic-Ionic, Lesbian, and Arcadian. See Solmsen 
Rhein. Mus. LVIII (1903), pp, 619 ff. The Lac. UohoiUv has long been 
recognized as the pre-Doric (Achaean) form (cf . Arc. Iloo-oiSav) with the 
regular Laconian change of <r to h. There are several occurrences of 
Iloo-etSav in Doric inscriptions, which Solmsen thinks may also in part 
represent a retention of the pre-Doric form. In principle there is, of 
course, nothing to be said against this. But the inscriptions containing 
them are nearly all of a time when Koivrj influence is to be looked for, and 
the few which are of any extent show other evidences of this, e. g., two 
from Calauria (IG. IV. 840, 841) which have rpuiKocrias and et for earlier 
at. The only early examples are from Rhodes, and may be ascribed to the 
early Ionic influence which is evident in the Doric islands of the Aegean. 

6) The change of t to 9- before v is, like that before t, hard to define 
precisely (see Lagercranz Zur griech. Lautgeschichte, pp. 121 ff., and 
Brugmann Ber. sticks, ges. Wiss. 1901, pp. 89 ff.), and only in part subject 
to dialectic variation. But where such variation exists the parallelism 
with SiSaiTt, 0Y0W1 is too marked to be accidental. Att.-Ion., Lesb., Arc. 
<rv (Arc. (tv in Philologus LIX (1900), p. 201), but Dor. tv (literary Doric, 

'I pass over M.vprl\os which Schulze OOtt. gel. Anz. 1897, p. 892, and Solmsen 
Rhein. Mus. LVIII (1903), p. 616, regard as distinctively West Greek, as contrasted 
with Lesb. M.vp<rl\os. But Mvprl\os is also a good Athenian name. Cf. Thuc. v. 19 
and 24, IG. II. 977 d. 10. 
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confirmed by an inscription of Epidaurus, SGDI. 3342. 63), Boeot. tov 
(Corinna). The existence of tv beside o-v in Lesbian is properly doubted 
by Meister I, pp. 122 f . The form is of course rare in inscriptions and 
most dialects offer no examples. — Att.-Ion. tf/uo-vs, r)/j.icreia, ^uicrv, Lesb. 
aifU(T€(i>v, Arc. ij/ucrv, but Cret. \rj\pLTV-(.KTo SGDI. 4957, Epid. rjpLTua. IG. 
IV. 914. There are, indeed, more examples of forms in -o-v in West 
Greek territory, cited by Brugmann loc. cit., and more fully by Gunner- 
son History of u-Stems in Greek, pp. 51 ff., who points out the possi- 
bility that they are due to koivtj influence. As a matter of fact all the 
examples quoted are from inscriptions which are either wholly in the 
Koivrj or show plenty of koivt] influence. Coan rj/ucrv SGDI. 3636, 51, 
overlooked by Gunnerson, is somewhat earlier, but even this inscription, 
though purer than any others from Cos, already has the Attic forms of 
the numerals, as ekas beside iVas, ace. pi. Tpeis, x l ^ M0 " rv ^- — Delph. A<£tus, 
Phthiot. Aai-ras, Dolop. AaTviaSag, but Boeot. Acuruas, all belonging with 
Att. Scurvs, AacrvjucVi^. See Brugmann, loc. cit., p. 93. 

2. (/r)iKa.Ti = ukoo-l. This form is characterized not only by its reten- 
tion of t, for which it has already been cited under 1, but also by i and a 
of the first and second syllables, in contrast to Att.-Ion., Lesb., Arc. clkoo-l 
(also doubtless Cypr., though no example is quotable), which has el from 
i-pt with prothetic e, and o for -a after the analogy of the following 
numerals in -kovto.. fUan or Zkclti (also Pamph. <j>iKaTi) is directly attested 
in most of the West Greek dialects and Boeotian, and in some of the 
others (where e appears in the chart) is implied, at least as regards the 
vowel of the first syllable, by tKtxg, which sometimes survives after lko.ti 
itself has been displaced by ukoo-l, e. g., in the Khodian and Coan inscrip- 
tions. See Solmsen Untersuch. zu gr. Laut- und Verslehre, pp. 252 ff . 
and V, Rhein. Mus. LVIII (1903), pp. 614 ff. 

The same relation exists in the ordinal /ri/caorog, quotable only from 
Boeotian, = Att.-Ion. eiKoorog, Lesb. eiWoTog (see Class. Rev. XIX, 
pp. 242 ff.). 

3. Tpua.Ka.TLOL, Arc. TpiaKaxTLOL = TpLaKocTioi. The numerals for the hun- 
dreds, which have already been cited under 1, show also a vowel variation 
similar to that of {LKaTL, clkoo-l. But their distribution differs from that 
of the preceding in that in this respect Arcadian goes with the West 
Greek dialects. Examples of -kotioi occur in Cretan SGDI. 4985, 
5014, 5100, Theran (Cyrene) ibid. 4833. 15, 52, Coan ibid. 3705. 12, 
Arg. (Mycenae) ibid. 3316, Epid. IG. IV. 1488 passim, 1492. 11, 31, Troiz. 
SGDI. 3362. 48, 51, Heracl. (26 times, twice -koo-lol), Lac. SGDI. 4413. 16, 
4427, 4598 a. 1, b. 2 (Xuthias inscr.), Elean ibid. 1154, 1156, Delph. ibid. 
2501. 29, BCH. XXVI (1902), pp. 41 ff. (frequent), ibid. XXVII (1903), 
pp. 21 ff . In the other West Greek dialects examples of these numerals 
are lacking or occur only in later inscriptions after the introduction of 
the kolvti form, -kwtloi is also Boeotian, e. g., SGDI. 488. 118, 489. 38, 
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etc., and it is safe to assume that it is Thessalian, too, though not yet 
quotable. 

4. iSUaia = iSUacra. Isolated examples of the extension of the £, which 
is regular in the future and aorist of verbs in -£<u coming from guttural 
stems, to the corresponding tenses of other verbs in -£<u, are found even 
in Homer (iroXcpiioptv, as vice versa f/p-irao-e beside ripirait) and Hesiod 
(<t>7]fj.Liu>in). But this does not impair the significance of the fact that this 
becomes the normal type in the West Greek dialects, together with Thes- 
salian and Arcadian. Examples are numerous in nearly all the West 
Greek dialects, and the type remains one of their most persistent charac- 
teristics, surviving in some of the very latest inscriptions which have any 
claim to be dialectic (e. g., d<prjpu>i4iv in Thera, as late as the third century 
a. d. 1 ). Hence it is quotable even from dialects which, on account of the 
lateness of the material, are not included in the chart, as Messenian 
(Andania inscr.), Achaean, Epirotan, and the N. W. Greek Koivij (see Kern 
Insc. von Magnesia, p. 240). In Locrian the place of a verbal example 
may be supplied by i//d<£i££is (see below). The Heraclean Tables contain 
Kareo-WLO-apcs (once Ka.Tto-wi£ape<s) beside trippaiav, i8i(ap.(.6a, ipya£r}rai, etc. 
(£ in twelve different forms, many of them occurring several times), and, 
in view of oweu in Sophron, Coan SUa-wurt SGDI. 3618. 15, and Achaean 
<Tvv8w.<T(!>uravTK ibid. 1612. 10, this is probably not due to Koivrj influence, 
but to contamination with eo-wo-a (Horn. lo-dtao-a.) from o-<I>w (o-aow), not a-ioi^io. 

But in Argolis there is a noteworthy restriction of the type, the £ 
formation being avoided when a guttural precedes. Cf. Arg. iBUacrcrav 
etc. SGDI. 3273, 3277 (also from the Heraeum IG. IV. 521), Ipydo-o-avro, 
K aT«TKtta<r<rav BCH. XXVII (1903), pp. 270 ff., Troiz. F spya<T(<T)aTO IG. IV. 
801 (cf. also ebrooTeyairo-ios beside 6[y«i]Ai£ios SGDI. 3362), Epid. ipydo-acrOai 
SGDI. 3325, dva-^iWat, dwxiWavTa etc., ibid. 3339, 3340, beside lvapp,6£ai, 
Trpo(Tt<j>aviie, iyKaroirTpiiacrOai. ibid. 3339, 3340, dyiovi£ao-$ai IG. 1508. Epid. 
8wcd£as, S«d|aiTo IG. IV. 941 (ii cent. b. c.) are to be attributed to the influ- 
ence of the Doric koivt), likewise oreydftos, ibid. 1485. 286, beside o-reydo-o-ios 
in 1. 60 (written earlier). In most other dialects there is no such restric- 
tion (Cret. SiKaKtrei, etc.), but cf . Calymn. SiKao-o-eu> beside if/a<j>i£r]TaL SGDI. 
3591 (but also Karao-Kevd£cu ibid. 3569), and with Epid. dvcr^tWat compare 
o-^iWe in Pindar. 

Boeotian has several forms in f, as iKopj.(dp.e0a, lwe<TKeva4e, ip.epi£e, 
lapeidiacra, but oftener forms in tt (= Att. <r) as Kopj.Trdp.evoi, Karoo Kevdrrrj, 
KaTaBovXirrao-drj, etc. For full citations, see Sadee De Boeot. tit. dial., 
pp. 20, 26. The variation seems to be local, yet there is little continuity 
in the geographical distribution of the forms (examples of £ from Coronea, 
Leuctra, Thespiae, and the temple of Ptoon Apollo near Acraephiae; of 
rr from Tanagra, Thebes, Lebadia, Orchomenus, and the boundary 
between Copae and Acraephiae). 

1 On iiptliva^a etc. in Modern Greek, see Hatzidakis Einleitwng , pp. 135 ff. 
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Thessalian and Arcadian had uniformly £, so far as we can judge 
from the few examples, e. g., Thess. \pa<f>ii;axrduv, \pa(t>iiap.iva<s, ipydiaro, 
Arc. iraptTa£<tiv<Ti, iraph,£Ta£ap,evos. Cypr. i(opv£c would be an example, if 
from i£opi£a>, but this I regard as most improbable. 

The further extension of the guttural stem to other forms of the verb 
is mainly confined to the Sicilian and Italiot writers, as S.pp.oKTa.1., Pythag.; 
//.eXiKi-as Theocr.; etc. See Kiihner-Blass I, p. 158. But beside Heracl. 
Kkaiyw (troTiKXaiyoxrav, iroTiKXaiyov II. 69. 107) we find kAcuktos at Andania 
and Argos (BCH. XXVII (1903), p. 271), and kW£ as in Theocr., also at 
Andania and Epidaurus (SGDI. 3325. 110 etc.). More widespread are the 
abstracts in -£is = -ens, as Locr. i//d<£tf£is, Corcyr. x^P&s SGDI. 3206. 61; 
Cret. diroXaya^ts, xp^/um&s ibid. 5010, Mess, ayopaiis ibid. 4680. 22, Epid. 
6/idAtfts, oreyafis (see above), Delph. opaXi^is BCH. XXIII (1899), p. 566, 
Lac. KaOmimivs (Hesych.), Syrac. Karovopaiis (Archim). Cf. also Cret. 
il/a<j>i/ii.pa from *ij/a4>iyiMi, Solmsen, Rhein. Mus. LVI (1901), p. 506. A 
predilection for guttural stems is also to be recognized in the case of 
some other nouns. Thus, besides k\o.(£ already mentioned, we have Lac. 
kc\Z£ = Ke\r)s SGDI. 4416, and 6pvi£, Gen. opvuxps = opvis, opvidos in Pindar, 
Theocritus, etc. (opvi£i also in Papyri Brit. Mus., pp. 173, 175, etc.), 
Delph. 'Opvi X L$as SGDI. 2502. 452, 2768, although the usual dental stem 
appears in Cretan (owiOa). I would bring into this same connection the 
fact observed by Solmsen Rhein. Mus. LIX (1904), p. 502, that the proper 
names 4><u/cos, 4><u/aas etc. are West Greek. 1 

Furthermore, at the risk of making too much of something that is 
possibly only accidental, and without claiming that my material is com- 
plete, I would call attention here to the relative frequency of hypocoristic 
proper names in -a(, -a«os, and -okiov in West Greek. Of names in -axos 
I find in Kirchner's Prosopographia Attica only "IrnmKos, which is also 
Ionic (Callim. ep. xii), <WA<xkos also Ionic (Fick-Bechtel Griech. Perso- 
nennamen, p. 312), Burro/cos, which is a Macedonian name (see Kirchner 
op. cit. no. 2933), and 'AJotcikos, who is not an Athenian by birth. 
ApipaKos and 2,ipMKos occur in IG. II. 1012. i. 14, but this is a list of 
metics. ApipaKos the leader of the slaves in Chios (Athen. 6. 265 e) was, 
of course, not a native Chian. HoppaKos occurs in Paros (IG. XII. v. i. 
173. iii. 1) and Tenos (SGDI. 5492. 77; cf. also IG. II. 983. iii 131), 
MdAa/cos in Andros (IG. XII. v. i. 717). Aovanos is Lesbian (IG. XII. 
ii. 74) likewise IIm-tokos the famous lawgiver of Mytilene. But in West 
Greek dialects, including Boeotian and Thessalian, we find, aside from 
the legendary Theban heroes 'Ao-tcucos and Ad/J&ucos (the latter name also 
in Sicily, see Pape), 'A/mxkos at Sparta (Pape), ApcoTra/cos in Aetolia, 
SGDI. 2520, 2522, Pthiotis, ibid. 1439 (also the name of a metic at Delos, 

1 The preference for a guttural termination in Magna Graecia and Sicily may help 
to explain Lat. Aidx = Alas, which Jordan Krit. Beitrage, p. 37, has already connected 
with names like <£>a£a£ . 
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Ditt. Syll. 2 629. 13), Mapaxos at Syracuse (Pape), J3ixrra/<:os of Daulis, 
SGDI. 1969. 22, 2</«».kos from Epirus, IG. IV. 1504 I. 26, 1508. B. 6, Dau- 
lis SGDI. 1969, Cephallenia, Kern Insc. von Magnesia 35. 34, Argos, 
SGDI. 2563. 36, 2564. 68, 2567. 70, Srpo^oKos of Pharsalus (Thuc. iv. 78) 
whence also Srpo^aKaos SGDI. 326. 89, SciraKos of Delphi, SGDI. 1786, 
and Cephallenia, ibid. 2530, <£>Xd/raKos a Boeotian, 'E<£. 'Ap^. 1896, p. 243. 

Hypocoristics in -a«w are most frequent in Laconian, the lists of Spar- 
tan officials, CIG. 1237 ff., containing Auvdicwv, EvScuptaKwv, HUvolkwv, 
Tlao~aKwv, TupAxutv, <f>i\aKu>v (cf. also Aa/xaKtW). %1/xo.kwv is Boeotian, IG. 
VII. 1380 (likewise the feminine StjuaKw, ibid. 2682), but occurs also in 
Samos, BCH. V. 482. 9, 11. QiXukw is Coan, SGDI. 3593. 31, but also 
Parian, ibid. 5437. 7. 'Hpa/caiv, which is found in many dialects (Attic, 
Aetol., Boeot., Delph., Meg., Rhod.) is a different case, being the hypo- 
coristic in -wv to 'HpaxXtiTos. 

The great majority of names in -af are simply appellatives used as 
proper names (Pick-Bechtel, pp. 304 ff.), such as "Apwai;, A6va£, ®u>pa£, 
Kdpaf, 'Iepaf, 2«:vAa£, 2™pa£, Xdpa£, etc., and these are not dialectically 
significant. But there are also some with a hypocoristic suffix -af as 
Corinth. IVAaf (Pape), Boeot. TLv PP a£ (Thisbe IG. VII. 2724 b), Tptaf 
(Thebes, Thespiae, Tanagra, see IG. VII, Index, and Fick-Bechtel, 
p. 297), probably also SOAof name of a Sicilian (IG. IV. 1504 II. 33) 
and of a painter of Rhegium (Athen. 5. 210 a), Epid. 2™t£ (IG. IV. 1485. 
116, 118), Delph. <DA.eta£ (SGDI. 2562). 

5. rot = ol. Although rot, Tat are still found in Homer beside the 
more frequent ot, <n, formed after the analogy of the singular, the latter 
(or ot, at) are the only forms known in the inscriptions of Attic, Ionic, 
Lesbian, and Arcado-Cyprian. But in all the West Greek dialects except 
Cretan, and in Boeotian, we find uniformly roi, raC in the earlier inscrip- 
tions, and where ol, <u appear beside them, as frequently in the Doric 
and Northwest Greek koivtj, they are clearly due to the influence of the 
Attic KOivrj. The one exception among the West Greek dialects is Cretan, 1 
which has oi, at from the earliest times, e. g., always in the Law Code. 
Thessalian has ot in the Pelasgiotis, e. g., koI = ko.1 ol in a fifth-century 
inscription of Larissa (Kern Insc. Thess. Ant. Syll. No. XVIII), but 
•rot in the Thessaliotis, as attested by an inscription of Pharsalus from 
the transitional period of the alphabet (Mon. Antichi VIII, p. 66). See 
Solmsen, Rhein. Mas. LX (1905), pp. 148 ff. 

6. lapds = Upos. In the West Greek dialects and Boeotian, lapds or 
tapds is always the earlier form, while lepos is later and plainly due to 

1 By Cretan is meant, here and elsewhere, central Cretan. How far the divergencies 
from it which are to be observed in the east of the island represent a genuine local 
variation, and how far they are due merely to external influence, need not be dis- 
cussed. But there is no doubt that the roi which appears in a third-century inscription 
of Itanus (SGDI. 5058) is one of the importations from the Doric icoivfi of the other 
Doric islands. 
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kolvtj influence. The position of Thessalian is uncertain. We find lapov- 
tois in an inscription of Crannon, otherwise Upos (citations in Hoffmann 
II, p. 272), but all late. It is possible that Thessalian had both the East 
and West Greek forms, though in this case it is not at Crannon that we 
should expect to find the latter. On the other hand, the situation may 
be precisely the same as in the dialects before mentioned. For all the 
examples of Upds are from a time when in these dialects also tapds had 
been replaced by the koivtj Up6<;. This latter view is the one which I 
believe will prove to be correct, when we have early occurrences of the 
word in Thessalian. An apparent example of tapds in Arcadian is to be 
seen in a dedication coming from the temple of Artemis at Lusi (SGD1. 
1601 = Wiener Jahresheft IV (1901), pp. 83, 84, No. 17), but it is doubtful 
if the dedicator was an Arcadian. For other and earlier dedications 
from the same place have iepds (ibid. Nos. 14, 16), and this is always the 
form in other parts of Arcadia, examples occurring in the earliest inscrip- 
tions of Tegea (Hoffmann I, No. 29) and Mantinea (Fougeres Mantine'e, 
pp. 523 ff.). The form with e is also Cyprian (itpevs, etc.), as well as 
Attic-Ionic (Ion. also Zpos, Zpds, like Lesb. ?pos). 

7. *ApTa/u<;=''ApT€fu<s. Since the collection of examples given by the 
writer Am. Jour. Phil. (1889), pp. 463 ff., Boisacq Les dial dor., pp. 33 ff., 
G. Meyer Gr. Gram?, pp. 102 ff., the material has been considerably 
augmented. There can be no question now that "ApTapxi was the form 
of all Doric dialects except Cretan, and of Delphian and Boeotian, and 
that "Apre/ttis, which is also frequent in several of these, is due to Kow-q 
influence. Wherever the word occurs in early inscriptions the form is 
always "ApTapis. Thus, to quote only some of these early examples, 
Delph. "ApTapii, 'Aprap.cTia in SGDI. 2501, 2561 (early iv cent.), while 
later inscriptions have uniformly "ApTepii. Lac. 'Aprdpi SGDI. 4559 
(early v cent.), agreeing with "Aprapx, 'Apraiuriw of Aristoph. Lys. 1251, 
1262, while all other inscriptional occurrences are late and in the e-form. 
Epid. 'AprapxTi IG. IV. 914 (about 400 b. c), Corinth. (Pthius) 'ApT<£p,[iTos] 
IG. IV. 440 (v cent.), Theran 'Aprap,m, 'ApTapiTLo IG. XII. iii. 452, 1326 
(iv cent.). In the other Doric dialects, where both forms occur, the 
examples are all late. In Boeotian, "Aprapis remains the usual form as 
long as the dialect survives at all. 

The only Doric dialect which has "Api-e/us from the earliest times, 
and, so far as we know, the only West Greek dialect (in Locrian or Elean 
examples are . lacking) is Cretan. We find "ApT«/xis in the Law Code 
(iii. 6, 7), as well as in later inscriptions. 'AprapiTtov in one of the Teian 
decrees is of no value as evidence. Thessalian, like Attic-Ionic and 
Lesbian, has "Aprepis, the earliest example being Hoffmann II, p. ix, No. 
4 a, probably of the fourth century. In Arcadian we find "Aprapis in the 
two oldest of the dedications from the temple at Lusi ( Wiener Jahresheft 
IV (1901), p. 83, Nos. 14, 15), while others somewhat later have "Ap-re/us 
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{ibid., Nos. 16-18), which also occurs in an early inscription from Cotilum, 
*E<£. 'A-px- 1903, pp. 177 ff., likewise ' Apre/uaLoi in an inscription of Stym- 
phalus (Hoffmann I, No. 24). In Cyprian there are no examples. 

8. Ka = K€ (av). This is the form of all the West Greek dialects and 
Boeotian, and remains one of their most persistent characteristics. Thes- 
salian has «e, like Lesbian, Cyprian (Arc. k' in el «', also, without doubt, 
for ke). The use of av, in contrast to both kg. and Kt, is referred to else- 
where (46, among the specific characteristics of Attic-Ionian and Arca- 
dian. — The same kg. appears also in o«a, roKa, iroKa, etc. — ore, tote, wore. 
Such forms are attested for Laconian, Cretan, Khodian, Elean, Delphian, 
as well as literary Doric, and are to be assumed without question for all 
the West Greek dialects and Boeotian. The forms with -re are Attic- 
Ionic, Arcadian (for examples, lacking until recently, see now Fougeres 
Mantinee, pp. 523 ff., and Philol. XLIX (1900), pp. 201 ff.), and Cyprian. 
But Lesbian has otg Thessalian examples are lacking. -Ka is used even 
in Attic in rjviKa, rr/viKa, etc. — yd — ye is attested for Argolic (IG. IV. 506), 
Elean, Delphian, Boeotian, as well as in literary Doric, and is to be 
assumed for all dialects which had Ka = xe. — Adverbs in -Oa = -Oev, -6t, 
as irpooOa — Trp6cr0€v, occur in Cretan (irpodOa), Delphian (Trpoo-ra), and 
Heraclean (dvwOa, ijx-rrpocrda), but cf . Meg. wpoo-dt in an early inscription 
of Selinus SGDI. 3045 B, Algol. e >rpoo-0e, oW0e, /caVofle SGDI. 3362 
(Troizene), etc. They are also cited as Aeolic by the grammarians and 
occur in Alcaeus and Sappho, but the inscriptions have only vpocrde. See 
Hoffmann II, p. 274. In a few adverbs, as hBa, -6a is even Attic-Ionic. 

9. TrpaTos = irptoTos. This is attested for all the West Greek dialects 
except Locrian and Elean, in which no examples occur, and is also 
Boeotian. irpwTos is Attic-Ionic, Lesbian, Thessalian (irpovros), Cyprian 
(quotable only in proper names), and doubtless Arcadian, though not yet 
quotable. 

Both forms have been' almost universally regarded as the products 
of contraction from either *ir/o(i/raros, *ir/od/raros, or 'Vpoa/ros. The point 
raised by Eulenberg (Indog. Forsch. XV, p. 142, that there is no trace 
anywhere of an uncontracted form, is, in my opinion, a sufficient objection 
to either of the assumed forms with p, in spite of Brugmann Ktirze 
vergl. Gram. Ill, pp. xxi ff. It is less cogent against *irpoa.Tos, but this 
also involves the assumption that the regular contraction of oa in Doric 
is d. And, while this is the accepted doctrine at present and is not 
doubted by Eulenberg, I can see no way of reconciling it with the evi- 
dence of other forms, which points rather to a contraction of oa to a> in 
all dialects. Schulze Quaest. epic, p. 532, while deriving Trparos from 
*Trp6aTo<;, confessed himself at a loss to account for the existence in Doric 
dialects of names in -iovaf from -o/ravaf. To be sure, Eulenberg loo. cit., 
p. 139, asserts: "Die zahlreichen Eigennamen wie ArjfMovag, 'l7rwSiva4, 
IIA«o-T(lvaf aus -*ofava£ sind samtlich ion. (dor. dafur Tijaawf)," and 
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Brugmann Gh: Gram?, p. 62, cites " dor. TZ/xSraf aus *Tiiw>-avaf." This 
would give a distribution of the forms parallel with that of 7iy>(OTos, irpaTos, 
but unfortunately is not in accord with the facts. Ti/xSVaf is Rhodian 
and is from Ti/td-, like TiiuxKpaVjjs, while the same dialect has Aaiwlvaf, 
Aaiwivao-o-a from Aaiio- beside Aa/xoKparrji, etc. (see Index to IG. XII. i). 
In Thera we find Tip.u>va£ (very frequent), Ti/tuWo-o-a, Aa/xwvacro-a. Many 
of the examples are late, and might be attributed to Koivrj influence, but 
we find nothing different in earlier times, Tiiuova<r(<r)a occurring in the 
archaic inscription IG. XII. iii. 804. Ti/xwvaf SGDI. 5151 was born at 
Amphissa, though his father came from Cyprus and was the son of a 
Cretan father and Cyprian mother. Aa/xcowcrcra is also Delphian, SGDI. 
2106, 'EpiMovaf Megarian, ibid. 3014, and Argive, ibid. 2566. 61. 

Aside from these names in -S>va£, note also Heracl. p.uw from *p.eio(o-)a, 
and further the crasis of o, o(ov), <o-\-a in West Greek, as Corinth. T&ya- 

66v = to ayaOov SGDI. 3209, Meg. Sp X e8a.p.t = & 'Apx^Sa/xe ibid. 3044, Ach. 

opra/xos = o apTa/xos ibid. 1653, Corinth. Taij-£A(A)ovt = Tuk 'AireAAovi ifrl'tf. 

3227, Boeot. tottoWovi = rot 'AiroAA<ovi i~Cr. VII. 2732, Delph. toitj-oAAwi, 
TOOTfAAaiov = tgk 'AiroAAcon, tov 'ATreAXatov SGDI. 2561 D 44, 46. This is 
the usual result seen in inscriptions, as always in literary Doric (see 
Kiihner-Blass I, p. 224), and must represent the normal contraction, 
while the other type of crasis, that seen in Att. avrjp, is rare, e. g., Corinth. 
Tapicrrepov — to apio-Ttpov SGDI. 3163, Al'g. rapytioi — rol 'Apyttoi ibid. 
3263, 3264, Ta.pyc.Lo — tov 'Apyeiov ibid. 3271. 

10. 07r€i — oirov. Adverbs of ' place where ' in -ei = Att. -Ion. -ov. Cret. 
oVei SGDI. 5148, -iTu (at Tret = £i ttov) ibid. 4952 C. 40, ai™ (Hesych.), Ther. 
T£t8£ ibid. 4788, Coan o?m ibid. 3715. 63, Anaphe oto, avret ibid. 3430, 
Rhod. ora ibid. 3749. 100, Meg. onuovv, SXKu ibid. 3052, Corcyr. et ibid. 
3196, 3199, oV« ibid. 3200, 3203, tovtH ibid. 3220, Epid. avru ibid. 3342. 
68 (poem of Isyllus), ovdapjTi ibid. 3340. 22, Delph. e! (frequent), 3Va SGDI. 
1728, aXVa ibid. 1830, njwl ibid. 2561 C. 37, iir;8aii£i ibid. 2561 C. 34, /i.ai«t 
ibid. 2561 D. 48, Boeot. avTi = avr£T Bew. <?£. 0r. XII (1899), p. 71 A. 5. 
Here also, by analogy, Heracl. ttotc^u = irpoo-ex5>s, and Delph. £ir£x« 
SGDI. 2642. 47. For examples in literary Doric (e. g., T-qvci, etc. in Theo- 
critus), see Ahrens II, pp. 361 ff. 

It may be safely assumed that this type of adverbs was common to 
all the West Greek dialects, with Boeotian. On the other hand forms 
like oirov are found only in Attic- Ionic. Neither type is as yet quotable 
from Lesbian, Thessalian, or Arcado-Cyprian. 

11. <pipop.K = ^>cpoti£v. Since the appearance of examples in Delphian 
it is safe to reckon the ending -xws as one of the West Greek character- 
istics, although first plural forms are still lacking in Elean and Locrian. 
In many dialects it was replaced by the Attic -/mv at a comparatively 
early period, e. g., at Delphi -tuv beside -/x« before the end of the fourth 
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century, later nearly always -p.ev. Hence it happens that in Rhodes and 
some of the other islands from which all the examples are late we find 
only -pev. But the only Doric dialect about which there is any reason to 
be in doubt as to whether -ju.es was the proper form is Cretan. The only 
examples of it are e\>xa.pt.o-Tiopjx SGDI. 4940 (Allaria), and opwpoKapes 
ibid. 4952 (Dreros), both inscriptions being late and not in the genuine 
(central) Cretan dialect. Most of the examples of -pev are also late, but 
SGDI. 5100, in which eXoipev occurs, is substantially pure in dialect. 
Hence, until we have further material, we must recognize the possibility 
that Cretan was exceptional in this respect (cf . ol = West Greek toC, 5). 

From other dialects, which are only partially represented in previous 
collections, may be quoted: Ther. ipfiaXovpes SGDI. 4706. 278, Calymn. 
evpicrKOpei, ivrjviKapxi ibid. 3591 b. 14, 21, Arg. VTroytypd<j>ape<i Kern Insc. 
v. Magnesia 40. 7, Epid. dweSu>Kape<; IG. IV. 1488 (very frequent), 1490-92, 
€f[e]8(i)fica]/x£s ibid. 1485. 162, TrapeSuiKapes ibid. 1488. 12, 14, £jr(o<£<-iAo/u.£s 
ibid. 1485. 171, 172, Corinth. t<pop K IG. IV. 324, Meg. vikZ/xk SGDI. 3046 
(Selinus), 6ko/x£s, Simreivapei Aristoph. Ach. 750, 751, Heracl. evpio-Kopes, 
io-rdo-apes, etc. (very frequent, never -pev), Lac. iko/hes, etc., Aristoph. Lys. 
Mess. bp.oXoy^<raij.K SGDI. 4645. 16, Delph. (Jjre&Sica/Ks ibid. 25C2. 2, 2503. 
13, 16, TroTidijKap.€<s ibid. 2502. 55, cSw/ca^s BCH. XXVI (1902), p. 7, wo- 
yeypd<fiap.es ibid. XXX (1906), p. 273 (No. 49). -pes also in Epicharmus, 
Sophron, and Theocritus. -pev is Attic-Ionic, Arcadian (cf. i8iKa.crap.ev in 
the early Mantinean inscription, Fougeres Mantinde, pp. 523 ff.) Lesbian, 
and Thessalian (iwivoeio-opev SGDI. 345. 13), and presumably Cyprian 
though not quotable. The position of Boeotian in this respect is 
uncertain so long as the only example is i7rp6.Q0p.ev Corinna 16. 

12. 8et£ea> — Sei£o). Although a few words show this type in Attic- 
Ionic, the "Doric future" is regular only in the West Greek dialects. Of 
the examples, too numerous to be worth quoting here in full (for exten- 
sive, but not complete, collections, see G. Meyer Gr. Gram. 3 , pp. 619 f., 
Boisacq Les dialectes doriens, pp. 193 ff.), cf. Cret. fJoaOrjo-iw (with t from 
e) SGDI. 5014, Trpa£iop*v ibid. 5176. 15, poad-qo-iovTi. ibid. 5024 B. 84, reio-fj- 
xat, irpa^rjrai ibid. 4998 I. 7, VI. 6, Ther. B-qo-iovn IG. XII. iii. 452, wpa- 
£ovvn SGDI. 4706. 248 (with Attic ov, as often), Rhod. impeXr/OricrevvTi, 
arroStocrevvTai ibid. 4118. 6, 7, Coan Troirjo-eiTcu ibid. 3619. 7, i^dvcrevvrai ibid. 
3634 b. 27, Cnid. mi-qo-uTOA. ibid. 3505. 21, Epid. j3Xeip<uo-6cu ibid. 3339. 75, 
io-creio-Oai ibid. 3340. 84, Calaur, iroir)crovvTi IG. IV. 841, Corcyr. c'xSavf urowTas, 
XeiptiovvTa<s SGDI. 3206. 9, 44, Meg. avTeQ-qo-evrai ibid. 3052, Heracl. iy8iKa- 
£rJTcu, ipya£fJTai, Cephall. crvvOvcrovvri, crwav^ijcrovvTi Kern Insc. von Mag- 
nesia 35. 25, Ithaca virohe^ovpevov ibid. 36. 2, Delph. 7rpa£«i>, bpKL$eo> SGDI. 
2501. 5, 13, drroSeiieta, (iXdxpew, Tayevaew, etc. 2561 A. 1 ff. Examples of 
the future happen to be lacking in Laconian, Elean, and Locrian. In 
Heraclean the third plural forms 1£ovti, ko\j/ovti, ipyaiovrai, etc. are now 
generally regarded as belonging to the ordinary future type and accord- 
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ingly accented <[£ovti, etc. For from the -<reu> type one expects -<riovn like 
avavyeXwvTi, etc. See Solmsen Kuhn's Zeitschr. XXXII, pp. 545 ff. But 
in no other West Greek dialect is there evidence of the co-existence of 
the two types, ordinary future forms occurring only in late inscriptions 
and evidently due to koivyj influence. 

13. rcTopes = i-eWapes. Examples in Cretan SGDI. 4964, Coan ibid. 
3638, 3639, Calymn. ibid. 3591. 19, Epid. IG. IV. 1485. 166, 1488 passim, 
Meg. (Chalcedon) SGDI. 3052, Heracl. (12 times, once T«rcrapes), Locr. 
ibid. 1479, Delph. ibid. 1683, 2502 passim, 2562. 2, 15, 48, BCH. XXVI 
(1902), pp. 7 ff. (very frequent), ibid. XXVII (1903), pp. 21 ff. In the 
other West Greek dialects examples of the numeral are either lacking 
(e. g., Elean, Laconian) or occur only in later inscriptions when rei-opes 
has been replaced by the koivt) form, as it was in most of the dialects 
mentioned after the fourth century. 

14. TtTpioKovra = TtcrcrapaKovTa. So Heracl. T€Tp<!>Kovra (4 times, once 
Te<T<TapaK0VTa), Core. [Te]rpu>KovTa IG. IX. i. 880, Delph. T€Tpi!)KOVTa SGDI. 
2502, 2562, and BCH. XXVI, pp. 8, 41, 54 (all fourth century; later 
TtcrcrapaKovTa or TtTTapaKovra). In most of West Greek dialects there are 
either no occurrences of this numeral (e. g., in Laconian, Cretan, Locrian, 
Elean), or only from the period of kolvtj influence, as Coan Tto-o-apaKovTa 
SGDI. 3632 (II cent.). A fourth-century inscription of Troizene, IG. 
IV. 823, has TerapaKovra, clearly due to Attic influence, beside Simkoltuh 
etc., and a somewhat later inscription from Epidaums, IG. IV. 1492, has 
Te<r<TapdKovTa beside tra>Ta.K.a.Tioi (but also eiKocri). There is no occasion to 
doubt that rerpoiKovra was common to all the West Greek dialects. 
Archimedes has always tetpodkootos, though only reo-o-apaKovra and T«r<ra- 
pes. See Heiberg Index. TtTpaJ/coi/fa is often quoted as "Doric and 
Ionic" (G. Meyer, Brugmann), and TeTpw/coo-Tos actually occurs in an 
Ionic inscription of Mylasa, of 361/0 b. c, SGDI. 5753 b. But other 
Ionic inscriptions and Herodotus have only Teo-o-cpaKovra or reao-apaKovra 
(Hoffmann III, pp. 248 ff.), and this tctpwkoo-tos I believe to be a sur- 
vival from the Doric period which we are entitled to assume for Mylasa 
and other Carian cities, as well as for Halicarnassus. Cf . Milller Dover I, 
p. 107: " Vielleicht hat auch Mylasa einige Verbindung mit den Doriern." 

15. at Tis Ka. This peculiarity in word-order has been noted as Doric 
by Ahrens II, p. 383, Wackernagel, Indog. Forsch. I, p. 369, and Schulze, 
quoted by Dittenberger IG. IX. i. 695. Wackernagel loc. cit. quotes 
examples from Crete, Heraclea, Mycene, Corcyra, and from a Doric Koivrj 
inscription from Arcadian Orchomenos. Others might be added from 
Khodes, Thera, Cos, Calymna, etc. For even in late inscriptions which 
show much Kowq influence, this remains the more usual order, e. g., A tiV 
K a in late Rhodian inscriptions, as SGDI. 3836, or in the Theran will of 
Epicteta, ibid. 4706. The same order holds in Delphian not only in the 
earlier period, e. g., ai 8e ri Ka, ai Se ri% Ka SGDI. 2561 A. 28, B. 51, but in 
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the later manumission decrees, where such phrases as d Si tis ko. i^dwTt]- 
rai, d Si tI *a iraO-ip. are very frequent. This is also the usual order in 
Aetolian decrees, e. g., SGDI. 1410, 1411, 1413. Hence, though examples 
are lacking in Locrian and Elean, there is no reason to doubt that this 
order is common to the West Greek dialects as a whole. 

But Boeotian and Thessalian, so far as I have observed, go with the 
East Greek dialects in this matter; Boeot. r/ Si ko. t« €<£aW«T77 SGDI. 
497 ff ., ri Si Kans ■ ■ ■ . Ka0i<TTdu ibid. 802. 9, Thess. al (fi)d kc kis KaTaoTratrei 
Hoffmann II. 7. 27, <xi /« tov pacrcrTov kis /raAiWxeTafi] ibid. 5 (both from 
Phalanna; whether the same holds for the Thessaliotis remains to be 
seen). Cf. Lesb. at kc ns, «u Si kc tl Hoffmann II. 83. 2. 37, Arc. « k av 
ti, d 8' av Tts, id. I. 30 passim, Cypr. ^ k« cris ibid. 135. 10. 24. 

16-25. These phenomena are West Greek in the sense that they are 
found only among West Greek dialects, and they are often cited among 
the Doric characteristics. Some few of them, I am fully convinced, were 
common to all the West Greek dialects, though quotable from only a 
very few, and there are some others for which this is a possibility. On 
the other hand, many of them are distinctly limited in scope. 

16. lfi.lv = ifxol. The datives i/uv, t'w, Iv are frequent in literary Doric 
and often quoted as Doric by the grammarians. See Ahrens II, pp. 251 ff . 
iiv is also quoted as Boeotian, and tuv occurs in Homer. From inscrip- 
tions we have Cret. plv avToi Law Code II. 40, ifuvavToii, SGDI. 5147 b. 11, 
Calymn. ift.lv, ibid. 3591. 8, Delph. ifdvya, ibid. 2501. 7. But the enclitic 
forms ended in -oi in West Greek, as elsewhere. Thus Cret. poi, SGDI. 
4998. 5, Arg. F oi, IG. IV. 506 (Heraeum; vi cent.), Delph. [xoi, pot, SGDI. 
2561 A. 16, D. 14 besides later occurrences like Epid. ol frequent in SGDI. 
3339, Cret. fwi SGDI. 4952 b. 34. Nothing stands in the way of our assum- 
ing that ifj.lv, etc., were the regular emphatic forms in all the West Greek 
dialects, and perhaps in Boeotian, while in the East Greek dialects they 
were replaced by i/xol, etc., Horn, rciv being the only survival of this type. 

17. c/uc'os = i/xov. The genitives i/xios, tcos, and in later form e/xcvs, 
ifxltos, etc., are widely quoted from Doric writers by the grammarians. 
See Ahrens II, pp. 248 ff. The only inscriptional example of this type 
is Locr. pios SGDI. 1478. 33, where Kara pios is unquestionably to be 
taken with Meister as = /«*#' iavTov. But there are no other early occur- 
rences of the genitive singular of personal pronouns in the West Greek 
dialects, so that there is no improbability in assuming that the type in 
-eos was common to them all. 

18. Trjvos = iKuvos- Although formed from a different stem than 
iKelvos, Kelvos, Krjvos, it is synonymous with the latter. See now W. Havers, 
Indog. Forsch. XIX (1906), pp. 76 ff . rrjvos is frequent in the Doric of the 
Sicilian writers, especially Theocritus, and from inscriptions it is attested 
for Heraclea (Her. Tab. I. 136), Delphi (njm SGDI. 2561 C. 27), Aegina 
(ibid. 3409), and Ithaca (ibid. 1671). Cf. also Meg. TrjvS>0ev or Tifvodev in 
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Aristoph. Ach. 754. But ktjvos is the form employed in Cretan (SGDI. 
4998. 4), Rhodian (ibid. 3758. 126), Coan (ibid. 3636. 25), and Laconian 
(Alcman 10). In the inscriptions of the other West Greek dialects the 
pronoun does not occur at all, if we except some late examples of Att. 
eicctvos. In the East Greek dialects we have Att. Ikcivos, Ion. k«vos, ckeivos, 
Lesb. ktjvos, but no examples from Thess., Boeot., Arc, or Cyprian, 
■njyos is, then, found only among West Greek dialects, but is not one of 
the general West Greek characteristics. 

19. avrocravTos. The expression of the reflexive by means of avros 
avros, either with each part declined separately, or, more often, merged 
into compounds of somewhat varying form (avroomiTos, avravros, aucmvros, 
awioTos, dcraiTos) is found mainly among West Greek dialects and in 
Boeotian. This is certainly not an inherited West Greek characteristic, 
but a comparatively late development, of which there are some traces 
even in Attic (Kiihner-Blass I, p. 600), and one which we have no right 
to assume, without specific evidence, for all the West Greek dialects. In 
some of the dialects from which it is quotable it belongs only to the later 
inscriptions, the earlier expression being by means of the personal pro- 
noun with awTos, as in Homer, or by av-rds alone. The most numerous 
examples of av-rocravTos, etc., are in Boeotian (Sadee, De Boeot. tit. dial., 
p. 38) and Delphian (SGDI., Index, p. 188). But they are all late, and 
in earlier Delphian we have avi-ds alone, as cuit[oS]= ipavrov SGDI. 2501. 
4 and oW = lavrov ibid. 2501. 41. Cf. Lac. avro — eavrov SGDI. 4416 
passim, El. avrap = lav-njs ibid. 1172. 17, not to mention numerous ex- 
amples from later Doric inscriptions where it is uncertain whether to 
read, e. g., avrov or Att. airov. In late Cretan we find avrocravTots SGDI. 
5149. 32, 61, avTocravrS) ibid. 5150, 5138 (all of ii cent.) and also at><xai>i-as 
ibid. 4959, but in the Law Code p\v avroi = eavru (II. 40), and to. fa avras 
= ra eavi-jjs (II. 46), etc. awavTas occurs also in a late inscription of 
Calauria, SGDI. 3380. Heraclean has avTovavrSiv, Her. Tab. I. 124, and 
avravTas SGDI. 4630, this latter of a type which is frequent in the frag- 
ments of Archytas of Tarentum and other Pythagoreans. Cf . also avrat)- 
tov from Aegina, SGDI. 3418. From Sicily we have also avTwvra, SGDI. 
3249, and avrovra, ibid. 5188, 5199, on the formation of which see 
Wackernagel Kuhn's Zeitschr. XXXIII, p. 9. 

20. Future passive with active endings. Rhod. EVt^eXr/^o-EWTi SGDI. 
4118, dwoa-TaXrjcrii, Kern Insc. von Magnesia 53. 24, Carpath. avaypa<f>rjcrel 
SGDI. 4319, Astyp. «nju,eA.»?0>?[(r[eT ibid. 3459. 25, Ther. a-vvaydrja-ovvri ibid. 
4706. 25, Cret. avaypa<t>ria[ti] ibid. 5149. 19. Hesychius quotes as Doric 
£taTu>6r]crSi- aKova-opai. Archimedes has <t>avr](rtiv, SeixOrja-ovvri, but usually 
the middle endings. See Ahrens II, p. 289. Meg. dvTtS^cretTat SGDI. 
3052. 22 (Chalcedon), and avaTeOrjo-tiTai, ibid. 3089. 38 (Callatis), may owe 
their -tox to koivt) influence. 

Blass Rhein. Mus. XXXVI (1881), p. 612, is emphatically of the 
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opinion, already expressed by Ahrens, that this is a general Doric char- 
acteristic. While this is probable, it must nevertheless be noted that the 
inscriptional examples, in spite of their gradual increase in number, are 
still confined to the Doric islands. 

21. Adverbs in -v = -s. Various adverbs, not all of the same type, 
show -v in place of usual -s in several West Greek dialects, but in no case 
is there yet sufficient evidence that this was a common West Greek 
characteristic. (1) Numeral adverbs. Lac. rerpaW, iirraKiv, etc. SGDI. 
4413, 4416, Cret. oOOaxiv Mus. Ital. Ill, p. 681, No. 112, with which 
belong also Cret. avnv, Law Code IV. 3, avTo.ix.ipw SGDI. 4999, El. vcrrapiv, 
Solmsen Inscr. select. 40, and probably Thess. &tv SGDI. 361 B. 12. 
avBiv is also quoted as Rhegian, Ahrens II, p. 87. Most of the Doric 
dialects have only the usual forms in -kis, as Heracl. 6cr<xouas, Calymn. iro\- 
\olkis, etc., though there is perhaps no example so old as to preclude the 
possibility of koivtj influence. (2) Epid. dvew = avtv, SGDI. 3325. 58, but 
El. aveus. (3) l^wrdv beside 2p.mxs — einrris in Pindar. (4) i£av or igav 
(Schulze Quaest. ep., p. 293) = e£}s, in Coan, SGDI. 3705. 80, Khodian, 
ibid. 3756. 10, 3836. 108, and Theran, ibid. 4706. 156, 

22. 'AireWayv — 'AttoXAo))/. This is quoted as Doric by Herodian, and 
is frequent in Laconian, e. g., SGDI. 4515, 4537 ff. It occurs also in 
Pamphylian, ibid. 1267. 30, in Cretan, ibid. 4952. 20, 24, 5073. 24 in an 
archaic inscription of Syracuse, ibid. 3327, and in one from Corinth or 
some Corinthian colony found at Delphi (Sitzungsber. Berl. Acad. 1888, 
p. 581). Its existence in the colonies of Magna Graecia is evidenced by 
early Latin Apello (Pestus), and Oscan Apelluneis, 'AinreW.ovvrji. In the 
Doric islands of the Aegean, except Crete, we find only 'A TrdXXcov even in 
the earliest times, e. g., Ther. 'Air6X(\)ov SGDI. 4713 (archaic), Rhod. 
'A?roX(X)a)vi8a ibid. 4223 (v cent.). This might easily be due to the influ- 
ence of the Delian cult. But 'AttoXXwv is also the only form occurring in 
Argolis, e. g., in the early law concerning sacrifices at the Asclepieum, 
IG. IV. 914, in Megara, e. g., IG. VII. 35 (the often-repeated mention of 
Megarian among the dialects which show 'AireXAcov is due to CIG. 1065,, 
where the reading will not stand; see IG. VII. 179), and in the Megarian 
colonies, e. g., in the inscription from the Apollo temple at Selinus, 
SGDI. 3046. Among the Northwest Greek dialects 'AttoXXcov is the only 
form in Delphian, while from Locrian and Elean there are no examples. 
It is possible to take the ground that in all these cases 'AttoXXwv is an 
East Greek survival, but in the light of the existing evidence I doubt 
very much if the distribution of the two forms ever coincided with 
the division of East and West Greek dialects. We can hardly say 
more than that 'Au-cXXwv survived in some of the Doric dialects, while in 
most others, whether East or West Greek, the form was 'A7roXXa>v. 
Cyprian has 'AiraXcov beside 'AttoXXwv, and Thessalian stands alone with 
its *A.7rXow. 
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I have ignored 'ArreAAaios, 'A7reAAas, etc., which are found in dialects 
which have only 'AirdAAwv, and are not even confined to West Greek. 

23. XS> = OiXw, flovXopxu. This verb, which is related to Latin volo 
(*pXri-€<a, Cret. Aeiw(1), \eiu>), is often mentioned by grammarians as the 
Doric equivalent of 6tXo>, and is used by Epicharmus and Theocritus. 
As Laconian it is attested by Aristoph. Lys., Thuc. v. 77, and by the 
Hesychian gloss Ai)iV fiovXrjo-i's. In inscriptions it occurs frequently in 
Cretan (Law Code and elsewhere), once each in Elean, AeoiVav SGDI. 
1151, Megarian, Xwvri SGDI. 3045 6, at Corcyra, ASiti (dat. sing., pple.), 
SODI. 3206. 120, and its restoration seems certain in a Coan inscription, 
Ditt. Syll. 2 940. 5, 6 t5>v Si aXXwv 6 xprji^oiv «m Ka [Aj/i]. 

The most widespread verb of wishing in the dialects, West as well as 
East Greek, is that which corresponds to Att.-Ion. fiovXofMu, namely, Thess. 
PiXXo/mi, Boeot. ySei'Ao/xai (Lesb. jSoAAoyuai in Theocritus), Arc. fioXopxu (also 
in Homer and in West Ionic), Locr. Delph. MXo/mu, and SrjXo/uu in Elis, 
Heraclea, Anaphe, Cos, Calymna, Thera. 

OiXu is almost wholly confined to late inscriptions, where it is, I 
believe, an importation from the KOLvq. It is very common in the Del- 
phian manumission decrees, while SeiXo/juu occurs only four times (always 
in the same phrase, but even in this OiXo> is usual). 

Another important verb of wishing is XPV^ W > which in Attic-Ionic, 
while sometimes so used, never becomes a serious rival of 8iXu> or /JovAo- 
fuu. Although it also occurs elsewhere, as Delph. 6 Si xprj^wv Karayopuv 
SGDI. 2561 A. 38, El. ai xpat8(S)o t ibid. 1160, Troiz. Sd)v<u xpW'fW IG- 
IV. 760 (here perhaps poetical influence), its frequent employment is 
characteristic of insular Doric. In Rhodes it is the usual verb of wish- 
ing, Sr/Xofwn not occurring, e. g., e^eWcoi i-cot xpv£(°) vti SGDI. 3836. 95, 
TroTayyeXXena .... 6 xpr)i£<ov es tovs pAo-rpovs ibid. 4110. 33-35, airoSu>- 
(revvrai run. xprji.£ovTi iXa^i(TTov 7rapa<T)(av rav crrdAav ibid. 4118. 7, 8. In 
Cos SrjXopm is more frequent, but cf . twi [x]p^ovt]i eVayyeAAav SGDI. 
3627, (jjavepov (TKoirw tSi xpv£ ovti -> ibid. 3705. 70, while in 3721 we find 
€^rjp.€v .... Tok y£r)i£pvTi and r\p*.v .... rats xpr]£o[y](r<u'; beside rjpat rat 
Sr)Xop.ivai. So from Calymna « Ka xpei£u>vT<u Traprjp^v SGDI. 3591. 27, 
from Astypalaea cram Ka xp?7i(£)t?i ibid. 3459, <f>aiveru> 6 xpr)£u>v iirl Ttoi 

yjiuauii IG. XII. iii. 168. 12, from Nisyrus [c>cuy«-a> Si] 6 xpv i t a>v «" [™' 
ijju,Mra], IG. XII. iii. 88, from Thera vwb rov xpi/^ovTos to>v o-vyyevS>v SGDI. 
4706. 266 (but vpoaipiopm in 11. 50, 75, 251; S^Ao/xcu in 4705). In a Cretan 
inscription of Itanus, SGDI. 5058, which is in the Doric Koivq imported 
from the other islands, we find also at rt[s Ka XpM l ]f>7'- 

24. Masculine d-stems with nom. sing, in -d, gen. sing, in -as. Although 
the usual type in all dialects is that in -ds (-rji), gen. -do (-d, -«o, etc.), 
formed after the analogy of masculine o-stems, there are some scattered 
examples of the unchanged declension in -d, gen. -ds. Such forms have 
so far appeared only among West Greek dialects (including Boeotian 
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and Thess.), and, more specifically, excepting some Megarian genitives 
in -ds, in northwestern Greece, namely Epirus, Acarnania, Aetolia, Leucas, 
Cephallenia, Delphi, Boeotia, and Thessaly (Phalanna). See Solmsen, 
Bhein. Mus. LIX (1904), pp. 494 f., who cites the material in full. 

25. Hypocristic proper names in -r)v, as 'Apio-Trjv for usual ' Apia-ran/. 
These are found mostly in Corinth, Corcyra and especially Apollonia 
and Epidamnus. See the examples collected by Blass SGDI. 3225. 
Jlvpprjv IG. IV. 1485. 37 is an Epidaurian, and from Thera we have tyrjv, 
IG. XII. iii. 591. There may be, unknown to me, examples from some 
of the other West Greek dialects, but most of them, certainly, have only 
the usual -<av. 

I have omitted from this chart various peculiarities which, while they 
are common to the West Greek dialects and are often referred to casually 
as "Doric," are not confined to these even in the widest application of 
the term, and have no claim to be regarded as distinctively West Greek. 
So, for example, the retention of original d or the contraction of do and &<o 
to d, absence of v-movable, forms like Zdtv, and other phenomena which 
are common to all dialects except Attic- Ionic (see 40-44); al = el, and «e 
or Ka = av (see 45, 46); the infinitive in -p.ev (see 47, 59); words like iko> = 
tjku), irapa = KTrjpa, etc. which are by no means confined to West Greek. 
arepos — hepos is quotable from various Doric dialects (Corcyra, Cos, 
Crete, Epid., Mess., also lit. Doric), from Arcadian (BCH. XXV [1901], 
p. 267), is cited as Boeotian (Et. Gud. 256. 2) and Lesbian (Herodian I. 
507. 6), and is also seen in Att. artpos with crasis (Kuhner-Blass I, 
p. 223). As far as we know, erepos was confined to Attic-Ionic, all 
examples in other dialects being late. 

One phenomenon which I am disposed to reckon in this category, 
though it is commonly regarded as distinctively West Greek, is the con- 
traction of at to t). Nearly all the West Greek dialects furnish examples 
of this in forms of verbs in -a<o, as Tip.f)v, vlktjv, ivUr), etc., or in crasis, as 
tafiri, kyjv, kt)k, etc. Boeotian also has <f>v<rrJTt and K^inxapiTTai in Aristoph. 

Ach. 863, 884. Thessalian has T?s = ra h (Ik) and Kev=Kal iv in the 
Sotaerus inscription (Solmsen Insc. select. 10). And even Lesbian has 

Kep.e = Kal e'/xe in a sixth- or fifth-century inscription, Hoffmann II. 179, 
Meister Berl. phil. Woch. 1892, col. 514, which confirms the kijv in 
Sappho 68, and the similar forms in Theocritus, though otherwise in 
Sappho we find xd- (see Hoffmann II, p. 292). These Thessalian and 
Lesbian examples of 17 in crasis are regarded by Meister as not repre- 
senting the contraction of at, but as following the other system of crasis, 
consisting of lengthening of the second vowel. See Ber. sacks. Gesell. 
d. Wiss. 1896, p. 264, and Herodas, pp. 787 ff. But we are not called 
upon to separate these from the similar forms of crasis in West Greek, 
until we have definite proof that ij is not the regular contraction of ae in 
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Lesbian and Thessalian. Such proof is not furnished by any of the 
verb-forms cited by Hoffmann II, 293, because of the uncertainty as to 
which type they belong, e. g., Thess. ipovrai may be of the -d<o type. In 
Arcado-Cyprian there is no evidence as to the contraction of ae. Hence, 
while the question must remain open until further material is available, 
it is quite possible that the contraction of ae to 17 is common to all 
dialects except Attic-Ionic. 

26-34. These include the phenomena which distinguish the North- 
west Greek dialects, including in part Boeotian and Thessalian, from the 
other West Greek dialects, the Doric proper, and also some of more 
limited scope and more doubtful significance. 

26. iv — els. All the Northwest Greek dialects together with Boeotian 
and Thessalian, and also Arcadian-Cyprian (iv), retain the inherited use 
of iv with the accusative (as in Latin), while the Doric dialects, like 
Attic-Ionic and Lesbian, replaced this by the extended form ivs (els, is). 
The distribution of the forms is independent of the old division into 
East and West Greek dialects. But it constitutes the most notable 
difference between the Northwest Greek dialects as a whole and the 
Doric dialects, and, for the later times, between the Northwest Greek 
Koivrj and the Doric koivtj. On the alleged Megarian iv with ace. see 
Sad6e De Boeot. tit. dial., p. 28, note, iv a-TaXav in a Messenian inscrip- 
tion, Journ. Hell. Stud. XXV (1905), p. 50, which the editor, loc. cit., 
p. 53, calls "the first instance of iv = els in Doric," is, I am convinced, to 
be attributed to Aetolian influence, which has long been recognized in 
late Messenian inscriptions (iravrow, etc.; see 29). 

The appearance of is in a fifth-century inscription of Delphi, BCH. 
XXIII (1899), p. 611 (tov foivov 11k <pdpev is to [E]tS8pojtiov) is surprising, 
from whatever light we view it. 1 For according to all the other evidence 
Delphian agreed with the other Northwest Greek dialects in having 
onlyiv, except as this came to be replaced in part by ds under Attic 
influence. Can this be an exceptionally early instance of Attic influence 
in Delphi! 

evre = lore, parallel to iv — els, is Locrian, Phocian (hevre) and North- 
west Greek koivt/j, there being no example in Elean. Boeotian has iv, but 
erre from «rre (otherwise Bechtel Hermes XXXVI [1901], who derives 
erre from an unexplained *ev-Tre). 

27. KaXeifievos = KaXov/xevos- Locr. ivKaXei/xevos SGDI. 1478. 43, Delph. 
KaXet/xevos, jroiei/tevos, a<jxap€iiJt.evos, xpeip.evos, etc. (SGDI. Index, p. 191), Aetol. 
a<pi.Kveifji£vos Kern Insc. von Magnesia 91 c, Boeot. §eip.evos IG. VII. 2858, 
&Si K eip.evos Aristoph. Ach. 914, El. K a(S)SaXip.evos SGDI. 1149. These 
have the appearance of coming from -e-ep.evos instead of -e-o/xevos, but are 

1 See now Giinther Die PraposiMonen in den griechischen Dialektinschriften, 
pp. 8 ff.. and Solmsen Rhein. Mus. LXI (1906), pp. 493 ff., whose views on the distri- 
bution of (v and ivs differ somewhat from those expressed above. 
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better explained as due to the analogy of other forms in which a or -q 
(from e-e) is normal, just as Phoc. ttoiuvtoi IG. IX. 1. 97 is formed after 
7roieTcr0e, etc. See Danielsson Epigraphica, p. 45. Not to be confused 
with these are Lesb. Ka.Xrip.evos, Thess. 8io.o-a.4>eip.evos, Arc. d&iKrjp.evo<;, etc., 
which go hand in hand with the other examples of /u- inflection of con- 
tract verbs in these dialects. See 69. Pamph. fioXip-evv; probably belongs 
in this latter category also. Although there are some few pi- forms in 
Elean, they are limited in scope and not found among -eu> verbs, so that 
we are justified in reckoning El. Ka.($)oo.\ip.evo<5 with the Northwest 
Greek forms. Likewise the Boeotian examples, since there is no trace of 
the Aeolic fu- inflection in Boeotian inscriptions. 

Lesb. iroeipevos in an inscription of Tenedos from about 150 b. c, 
SGDI. 305, is generally assumed to have the late spelling a for i). See 
Meister I, p. 85, Hoffmann II, p. 424. But as this is otherwise all but 
unknown even in the latest Lesbian inscriptions, it is scarcely more 
daring to suggest that this may be the Northwest Greek form, which 
had doubtless become widely known through Aetolian decrees. One 
must admit, however, that there is no other evidence of any Northwest 
Greek influence in Lesbian. 

28. <j>a.pu>=<t>tp<0. The change of « to a before p has long been known 
as regular in Locrian and Elean, e. g., Locr. <pdpeiv, irardpa, dvpordpoK, 
dpApavs, etc., El. (pdpiv, trap = irepi, oirorapoi, etc. That it was also Phocian 
is now seen from Delph. TrevrapapiTewov, happaTa SGDI. 2561 D. 16, 37, 
and <f>dpev, <f>dpei of a fifth-century inscription BC'H. XXIII (1899), 
p. 611. If elsewhere in Delphian we find only the usual ep this is due to 
the same external influence which gradually brought about the elimina- 
tion of ap = ep in Elean also, e. g., in the exile-decree, Solmsen, Insc. select. 
40, vtrrapw, but Orjkvripav, Tre.pt, etc., and in the Damocrates decree, SGDI. 
1172, always ep. It is only natural, then, that this peculiarity of the 
Northwest Greek dialects was also given up in the Northwest Greek 
Koivq. But a form corresponding to Locr., Delph. dpdpa is preserved in 
the Achaean Zeus 'ApApws, 'AOdva 'Apapla SGDI. 1634 (see Ditt. Syll? 
229, note), hrap = faep is also Pamphylian SGDI. 1267. 2. 

29. Trdvrois = ttSxti. The dative plural of consonant stems in -ok, 
formed after the analogy of o-stems, is characteristic of Locrian, Elean 
(but also -ecro-i, see 65), and the Northwest Greek koiv-j, through which 
it gained a wide currency. The genuine Phocian form was -«r<rt, as 
shown by the earlier Delphian inscriptions (see 65). The forms in 
-ois, which are frequent in the later inscriptions of Delphi (see Index to 
SGDI.) and other parts of Phocis (e. g., Stiris SGDI. 1539; decree of the 
Phocian league, Kern Insc. von Magnesia 34), are importations from 
the Northwest Greek Koivrj. There is no reason to doubt, in spite of 
G. Meyer Gr. Gram. 3 , p. 475, that this is true in general of the forms in 
-o« cited by him from other parts of Greece, and which can now be 
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considerably augmented. But this belongs to the general question of the 
spread of Northwest Greek Koivrj forms through Aetolian influence, which 
cannot be discussed in detail at this point. 

30. or = a-6. This spelling, the significance of which need not be dis- 
cussed here (see Brugmann Gr. Gram. 3 , p. 106), is regularly employed in 
Locrian, e. g., htkitmu,, hap&rnu, etc., and in earlier Elean, e. g., Xwrdoro, 
Xpeecrrcu, etc. (later airoSocro-at, etc.). Elsewhere it is only occasional, but 
it is significant that the earliest and the most numerous examples are in 
Phocian, e. g., Delph. htXaida-ro in a fifth-century inscription, BCH. XXIII 
(1899), p. 611, irpocrra SGDI. 2561 C. 40, and in later inscriptions yivarra), 
KaTa8ov\i<Ta<TTU>, etc. (SGDI. Index, p. 185), Stir. 0€<tto)v, aTroiroAtTevo-aoTai 

ibid. 1539. Cf. also Boeot. diroXoytTTao-Tjj, KaraSovXiTTaa-Tri, etc., frequent 
in inscriptions of Orchomenos, Thess. ttcWoteiv SGDI. 345. 16 (but 
otherwise <t0). There are scattering examples in many other parts of 
Greece, even in Athens, most of them late (see G. Meyer Gr. Gram. 3 , 
p. 352; Schweizer Gram. d. pergamen. Inschriften, p. 129), but not all, 
e. g., Cret. /ucn-os SGDI. 5125, Lac. amoa-TpvOia-rai ibid. 4564. But these 
do not lessen the significance of the especial frequency of or in North- 
west Greece. 

31. Dative singular in -oi. The prevalence and significance of this 
form is most difficult to determine. Owing to the lack of sufficient 
material from both the earlier and later periods, and the ambiguity of the 
pre-Ionic -oi, it is often impossible to say whether such a form is an 
inherited locative or has been shortened from -ait in the historical period 
of a given dialect, or again is borrowed from another dialect. It can 
hardly be claimed as a distinctive Northwest Greek characteristic. For 
although it is Elean, as well as Arcadian and Boeotian, it is not found in 
earlier Phocian (the earliest Delphian inscriptions in the Ionic alphabet 
have -mi), nor, so far as can be shown, in Locrian, though the usual tran- 
scription of the Locr. -01 as -oh is not based on any specific evidence. At 
the same time it is clear that in the later period this dative in -oi had 
considerable currency in Northwest Greece and adjacent regions. Aside 
from Boeotian, where it is regular, examples occur in Acarnania (SGDI. 
1379; but -oh in the early fourth-century inscription of Stratus, IG. IX. i. 
442), Epirus (SGDI. 1339; -oi and -oh side by side), Aetolia (ibid. 1428. i), 
Delphi (ibid. Index, p. 186; -oh in earlier Delphian), Cierium in the Thes- 
saliotis (Hoffmann II. 63, 64; but in the early Sotaerus inscription -01 is 
to be transcribed -ot, cf . iv raya), and in Euboea with Oropus, where it 
replaces earlier -oh and without much doubt is due to the same shortening 
seen in -ei from -ijt (see Hoffmann III, pp. 440 f.; Bechtel, p. v of the 
preface to his publication of the Ionic inscriptions in SGDI.). 

32. Accusative plural of consonant stems in -es after the nominative. 
This cannot be claimed as a general Northwest Greek characteristic, but 
may be mentioned here, since, besides being the usual type in Elean and 
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Achaean, its probable starting-part, namely TeVopts used indeclinably 
like tt€vt£, etc. (Wackernagel Indog. Forsch. XIV, p. 368), is also early 
Delphian, as p.ras Be/cardropcs SGDI. 1683, and dSeXos rcTopcs Homolle 
Melanges Nicole, p. 626. But otherwise Delphian has only the usual 
-as (so even reVopas usually), as Locrian always. On the other hand, the 
forms in -es are found in late times in numerous dialects. See G. Meyer 
Or. Oram?, p. 463; Dieterich, Unters. zur Gesch. d. griech. Sprache, 
pp. 156 f. 

33. 'iTnroKXeas. Proper names in -/cA.eas are by far most frequent in 
Thessaly, but include also some Boeotians, Phocians, and Aetolians. 
See Sadee Be Boeot. tit. dial., p. 27, and Fick-Bechtel Griech. Eigen- 
namen, pp. 29, 169, who explain -KKeas as formed from -kXos with the 
hypocoristic -eas. But instead of taking -kXos as an intermediate stage, 
why not assume a direct transfer from the uncontracted -kXo;s, which is 
especially characteristic of Euboean? Note the distribution of the 
following. 

34. 4>iAaivSas. Patronymics in -wvBws are nowhere else so common as 
in Boeotian (for the examples see Sadee Be Boeot. tit. dial., p. 105), but 
are not infrequent in Phocian and Euboean (-wvS^s). Thus Ac^wSas, 
'Etv/wuv&xs, 'Iepwv&xs, KXccovSas, SevvaivSas, IlaTpwvSas, are Delphians, some 
of the names being of very frequent occurrence (see SGBI. Index, 
pp. 205 ff.), 'Apxw&xs ibid. 2214. 19 is from Elatea, and Xtupwv&xs ibid. 
2002. 9 from Ambryssus. For Euboean, cf. Eretr. Si/wS?;?, Scv<ovSp.s» 
McvaivSijs, ~2,TpaT<ovSrp SGBI. 5313. 4, 32, 155-6, 236, 242, and other examples 
from Eretria, Styra, Histiaea, ibid. 5325, 5342, 5345, with notes. Tip,w8as 
mentioned as one of the Ionian representatives on the amphyctionic 
council SGBI. 2504. 27 was doubtless from Euboea. And it is prob- 
ably through the Chalcidian influence that -<uv8as, though with Doric 
ending, appears in Sicily, namely in <£<A<uvSas Theocr. iv. 1, and XapwSas, 
the name of the legislator of Catana and the other Chalcidian cities of 
Sicily and Italy (Plato Rep. x. 599 e, Arist. Polit. 1274 a). Thess. 
AeowSas SGBI. 345. 68. A Sicyonian Aanw&xs is mentioned by Pau- 
sanias vi. 17. 5. 

The parallel, but less common, -ovSas, is attested for Boeotian, Thessa- 
lian, and Euboean. See Schulze GGtt. gel. Anz. 1897, p. 899. 

35-39. These peculiarities, which are common to Thessalian and 
Boeotian but are not, like 60 ff ., to be attributed to the Aeolic element in 
both, are given here for convenience. 

35. u = r), as fi£i = fi.rj. — 36 for t in third plural verb-endings. See 
above under 1. 1. — 37. Aioo-Sotos, ©eoo-Sotos. See Solmsen Bhein. Mus. 
LIX (1904), pp. 498 ff. — 38. yiw/uu = yiyvo/juu, e. g., Boeot. yiviovfitvov 

SGBI. 385, Thess. ytvveirei ibid. 345. 22, 45.-39. e\e& = c«re. Boeotian 
and Thessalian decrees regularly have t\c£t where ex-m is used in Attic 
and elsewhere. 
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East Greek 

40-44. Some of the most marked characteristics of Attic-Ionic. 

40. t) from d. — 41. Aews. This stands for quantitative metathesis in 
general. The phenomenon as a whole is distinctly Attic-Ionic, though 
its details are not always identical in the two dialects. — 42. Tenets. This 
stands for the secondary formation of the nominative and accusative 
plural of the personal pronouns, namely, nom. -«?s, ace. -eas, -as, where 
other dialects have nom. -«, ace. -e, as West Greek d>£s (dyne's), d/xe, Lesb. 
a/x,ju.€s, a/ujue, Thess. d/x/tf. In Arcado-Cyprian examples are lacking. — 
43. 16-qKcv. The v-movable in the verbal endings -tv, -<nv occurs in the 
earliest Attic and Ionic inscriptions, but in other dialects is wholly 
unknown until a late period, and is a sure sign of koivyj influence. In the 
dative plural it is almost, but not quite, confined to Attic-Ionic, examples 
occurring in Heraclean (eWao-o-iv) and Thessalian (xpi/naaiv in the Sotaerus 
inscription). — 44. ?0co-av. The extension of -o-av from the o--aorist to 
forms like Wetrav, eoWav, cVi'&o-av, i\v6rj<Ta.v, etc., is peculiar to Attic- 
Ionic. Most other dialects have the more original ZBev, ISov, etc., while 
another secondary formation is seen in Boeot. aviOiav, Cypr. Kcn-e'&jav, 
Thess. dve&ikacv, etc. 

45-48. Attic-Ionic and Arcadian (-Cyprian) characteristics. 

45. ei. The conditional conjunction is d only in Attic-Ionic and 
Arcadian ; 17 in Cyprian (it occurs also in Heraclean and Cretan, but not 
as the simple conditional) ; al in all other dialects, namely Lesbian, Boeo- 
tian, Thessalian, and the West Greek dialects. 

46. av. In all dialects but Attic-Ionic and Arcadian the particle 
corresponding in use to av is kc or ko.. See above, 8. Even in Arcadian kc 
must have been employed once, as in Cyprian, and after its function was 
usurped by dV, it still appeared between c! and av, where hiatus would 
otherwise result, e. g., ei k' av beside d 8' av. The introduction of av, and 
perhaps of d, both of which are Arcadian, but not Cyprian, is very prob- 
ably to be ascribed to the influence (prehistoric) of the Ionic population 
which there is every reason to believe once occupied a part of the eastern 
coast of the Peloponnesus. 

47. Infinitive in -vai. Attic-Ionic elvai, Sowai, etc., Arc. ^vai, etc., Cypr. 
Sopevai, Kvptptvat,. For the infinitive of such unthematic forms all other 
dialects have -juev or closely related forms (-fi-qv, -ixuv, -juerai). 

48-54. Characteristics peculiar to Arcado-Cyprian. 1 

48. iv=ev. This appears uniformly in Arcadian and Cyprian, both 
alone and in compounds, and shows a change of ev to tv which is now 
paralleled by dire^o/xivos, dirvSeSo/uv[os=dire^o/xevovs, diroSeSo/tevovs, in the 

1 To these should perhaps have been added the proper names in -Kpirtp = -Kpdrris, 
which are usual in Arcadian and Cyprian (Hoffmann I, pp. 141 f.) but not surely 
attested elsewhere, though /cp^ros is Lesbian (Hoffmann II, p. 309). A new example is 
Saicp^Tijs from Lusi, Wiener Jahresheft IV (1901), p. 65. 
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early Mantinean inscription, Fougeres Mantin6e, pp. 523 if., though its 
precise conditions are still obscure (cf. eSwao-ajuev in the same inscription). 
Elsewhere lv is very rare, occurring only in some Cretan inscriptions of 
Eleutherna, and Vaxus, SGDI. 4954 (Ivrj/uv), ibid. 5125 (lv beside iv, 
Ivavri; cf. iVs=€s, is also in 5128), ibid. 5148. 8, and in an Achaean inscrip- 
tion, SGDI. 1643, according to the reading Sos 8k p lv avOpmrois (see 
Schulze Berl. Phil. Woch. 1890, col. 1439). 

49. Genitive singular in -av. This -dv from -do is simply the most 
frequent and uniform manifestation of a change of final o to v, which in 
the case of dirv=diro is also Lesbian and Thessalian (see p. 274), but in the 
main is specifically Arcado-Cyprian, as in Arc. aAAv=dAAo (also kotv 
formed after awv), Cypr. yivoirv, ifpcrdaaTv with middle ending -tv=-to. 
Cf . also, though not a case of final o, Cypr. ividlKe. beside oviOiKt, and 
Arc. we'0w£ (see Ath. Mitth. XXI (1896), pp. 240 ff. and especially ibid. 
XXX (1905), pp. 65 f .),' both with vv from 6v=avd (see 68). The Pamphy- 
lian change of o to v is not parallel, being of much wider scope. 

50. 7rds=wpos- This has the East Greek <r, but otherwise goes with 
woTt rather than with -rrport, irpos. See above, under 1. 4. 

51. <ris=Tis. cris is the regular form in Cyprian (once ti in a metrical 
inscription), and in Arcadian o-is and cig-e occur in the early Mantinean 
inscription, Fougeres Mantin6e, pp. 523 ff., the sibilant in these words 
being differentiated from the ordinary o- by the use of a simplified form 
of the san instead of the usual sigma. All other inscriptions have only 
tis. Compare also the Arcadian glosses tJ.pf.Qpov = StpeOpov and £e\Au> = 
8l\\u> against the inscriptional eo-SeAAovi-cs. Brugmann Gr. Gram?, p. 116 
is inclined to assume a local variation within Arcadian. I believe on the 
contrary that the sibilant pronunciation was characteristic of Arcadian 
in general, as of Cyprian, and that tis and also k<u (see below), though 
appearing too early to be due to the koivtj, are nevertheless due to external 
influence. But this involves a general problem of the early elimination 
of certain dialectic peculiarities by external influence, which I hope to 
discuss elsewhere. 

52. Kas=Kat. This, with occasional ku, is the regular form in Cyprian, 
but in Arcadian is quotable only from the early Mantinean inscription 
just cited, all other sources showing only nai I assume that «ds was 
once general Arcadian as well as Cyprian, and was supplanted by km. 
under external influence. See above. 

53. oi/u=o<$€. Cypr. 6vv, t6v(v)v, Arc. tovu, towv, this last from the 
Mantinean inscription just cited. Here belong also ravvw, toowv in the 
late and mixed Arcadian inscription from Megalopolis, Kern Inscr. von 

1 1 have no doubt whatever that IGA. 556 <po/idpas ivtdeice is also Arcadian, though 
the object may have reached the antiquarian market by way of Sparta or Elis, 
assuming that either of the two divergent reports as to its provenance is to be 
trusted. 



270 Carl Darling Buck 

Magnesia 38. 48, 49=Ditt. Syll? 258, only they are written here as if 
containing vw, like ri<s vw, rolvvv. 

54. Dative with dxv, etc. The dative instead of the usual genitive 
construction is attested for both Arcadian and Cyprian after dirv, e|, and 
irepi, and for Arcadian, examples being lacking in Cyprian, after vizip and 
viro. To the examples with airv, i£, and in Arcadian with vepi, which are 
given by Hoffmann I, pp. 307, 311, add now Arc. irepl roivi and viro rat 
7roA.i from Kern Inscr. von Magnesia 38, 31, 47 (also in 1. 8 irtpl tS>v XoittSiv 
irdva-iv BiaXexOea-a-i, with confusion of the Arcadian and normal Greek con- 
struction), and vTrkp rat tSs ttoXkk ikevOtpuu BCH. XVI (1892), p. 543. A 
similar construction in Pamphylian, and in Boeot. irpor-qvi, i. e., irpb rai-vi 
(sc. ap.ipai), according to Meister Sitzungsber. d. sdchs. Gesell. d. Wiss. 
1904, p. 9. 

55-65. Aeolic characteristics. 

55. ip,p,i, a-rdWa. This stands for the whole group of words in which 
Lesbian and Thessalian show double nasals and liquids resulting from 
various consonant groups which in all other dialects yield a single nasal 
or liquid with lengthening of the preceding vowel, if short. For material, 
including, however, some that does not belong here, see Hoffmann II, 
pp. 479 ff . 

Solmsen, Rhein. Mus. LVIII (1903), p. 623, note, suggests that the 
name of the mythical lyupapaSos of Eleusis (Paus. i. 5. 2; 27. 4; 38. 3) 
belongs here and is evidence of a time when Aeolic was spoken in this 
region. See below, 65, on the Aeolic element in Corinth. 

56. ia=pua. This is found only in Lesbian, Thessalian, and in Homer. 
Cretan «k, though doubtless related in form, is not a numeral, but has 
about the force of ckcTvos. See Class. Phil. I, pp. 409 ff. 

57. t y i. The consonantal pronunciation of antevocalic i, which 
might occur anywhere in rapid speech, was especially characteristic of 
Lesbian and Thessalian, as manifested by the following phenomena. 
(1) Lesb. £ from Si in £d, K<£p£a, Zowvo-os, all from glosses or late inscrip- 
tions, the usual inscriptional spelling being Bid, etc. ZmW(o-ios) on a coin 
of Phocaea and other forms with £ from Phocaean colonies in Sicily are 
among the linguistic evidences of what is naturally assumed from its 
situation, namely that Phocaea was originally Aeolic, not Ionic. The 
name of the Locrian ZoAcvkos may also be Aeolic. See Solmsen, Kuhn's 
Zeitschr. XXXIV, pp. 554 ff. and Rhein. Mus. LIX, p. 493, footnote. Cf . 
also Cypr. K op£ia- KapSia (Hesych.), etc. (2) Lesb. /xt'reppos (Herodian) 
=juerpios, the development being rpi > rot > rtpj. > repp. For other 
examples, see Hoffmann II, pp. 320 f. (3) Thess. doubling of consonants 
before t, which may then be retained or omitted in the spelling, e. g., 
iSSiav, 7rdAAios, dpyvppoi beside dpyvptot, Kvppov beside Kvpiov, Mvao-o-3= 
Mvao-ia, yvp.va<T<Tiapx^o-vra, etc. See Solmsen Rhein. Mus. LVIII, p. 612, 
with the literature cited. (4) Omission of t, e.g., Lesb. apyvpa=dpyvpun, 
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Thess. T-paKd8t=rp(aKa8i, Aion>vcrcroi= Atowwtbt, etc. The supposed Boeo- 
tian parallels, Sadee De Boeot. tit. dial., pp. 12 f., are doubtful. See 
Solmsen Rhein. Mus. LIX, pp. 492 ff . 

58. KaXecrcrai. The extension of era from reAeWai, etc., to short-vowel 
stems, as in koA.co-oui, o/aoo-o-cu, etc., which has long been known as Lesbian 
and Homeric (see Schulze Rutin's Zeitschr. XXXIII, pp. 126 ff.), is now 
attested for Boeotian also by o-owKaAeWavres, Rev. M. grec. XII (1899), 
pp. 69 ff . In Thessalian there are no such forms, on the contrary 
ojooo-avTcs beside iravreo-o-i, etc., which keep <j<j uniformly. 

59. <f>ep€fjLev. The extension of -p.ev from TiBe/xey, etc., to thematic forms 
is as regular in Boeotain, as <£epep,ev, ypa<f>ep.a>, etc., and in Thessalian of 
the Pelasgiotis, as virapx^v, Trpao-crep.ei', etc., while in the Thessaliotis we 
find the usual thematic formation as ?x«v i££ava.Ka.8ev. Since d-wep.a>, 
eiiT€ju£vat occur also in Homer, we may reckon this among the Aeolic 
elements of Boeotian and Thessalian, in spite of the fact that Lesbian 
inscriptions have only ixo v ' e * c> 

60. pe for pi. An open pronunciation of i after p in Lesbian and 
Thessalian is indicated by occasional spellings, such as Lesb. Aap^oKpero), 
Thess. KpevvifjLev. For other examples see Hoffmann II, p 320. A prob- 
able example of the same thing in Boeotian is TpeVeSSa, which occurs 
beside TpaVeSSa. Cf. Hesych. Tp«re£av ttjv rpaire^av. Bouarot. So Schulze 
Gott. gel. Anz. 1897, p. 904. El. Tr6\ep=ir6\i<; with e before p, like ap from 
ep, probably has no genetic connection with the preceding, although 
physiologically related. Lesb. Kepvav= KLpvavai owes its «ep to eKepao-a, etc. 

61. TT€p.Tre - irevTt. This stands for the representation of an original 
labio-velar (likewise palatal + u) before a front vowel by a labial instead 
of a dental, as in Lesb., Thess. ire.p,irt = irivTt, Lesb. irtWvpts, Horn, irwrvpes, 
Boeot. 7reTTapes = TcVrapes, etc. Examples are so numerous in Lesbian, 
Thessalian, and Boeotian, as to show that this is a phonetic development 
characteristic of these dialects, although the reasons for the divergent 
treatment in certain words, as t£s, re, i-I/id, etc., are still not satisfactorily 
cleared up. But Cypr. irciW = teiW is to be classed rather with the 
isolated instances of analogical substitution, such as may be found in 
any dialect ( Att. /JeXos, etc.). For all other evidence indicates that Arcado- 
Cyprian did not share in this Aeolic peculiarity. 

The Thessalian examples are not only from the Pelasgiotis, but 
also from the Thessaliotis, e. g., in the Sotaerus inscription fie\<f>ai6 
= *A.e\<f>aiov, AcX^iviov (cf. Lesb., Boeot. /3e\<poi = AeA.<£oi)- In certain 
Boeotian proper names, such as TtiXe^aveis beside IIeiA.ep.axw etc., Solmsen, 
Rhein. Mus. LIX, pp. 481 ff., thinks we should recognize forms inherited 
from the West-Greek constituent of the dialect and existing beside the 
usual Aeolic. But none of the clear examples are old enough to preclude 
the other possibility, also recognized by Solmsen, that they are due to 
the influence of the forms current in most other dialects and in the 
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Kowr). And in the present state of the evidence this appears to me more 
probable. 

62. Perfect participle in -a>v. The thematic inflection of the perfect 
active participle, as in Horn. KtKkyyovTes, is regular in Lesbian, Boeotian, 
and Thessalian (both East and West), e. g., Lesb. Ka.Tt\r)\v6ovT<ys, Boeot. 
fefvKovofj,€iovTovv, 8e8<x>axrr] (nom. pi. fern.), Thess. Tre<f>eipa.KovTes (Larissa), 
cflWT-aKovTa (Cierium), etc. The feminine forms in -ovcra which occur 
elsewhere, e. g., SeSawcoixras in later Delphian, represent a more restricted 
phenomenon which is quite independent of the preceding. See Solmsen 
Kuhn's Zeitschr. XXXIX, p. 215. 

A late inscription of Cyrene published by Frankel, from a copy of 
Fourmont, in the Sitzungsber. d. Berl. Akad. 1903, pp. 83 ff., contains 
irpoyeyovo«rais, which is identical with the Lesbian feminine forms, even 
to the otcr from ova, of which the present participle avyxoio-av in the same 
inscription furnishes another example. But, while the previously known 
Te\vj<t>opivTK (see 69) has prepared us for "Aeolisms" in the widest sense 
at Cyrene, that is, characteristics which are Achaean as well as Aeolic, I 
see no possibility of viewing irpoyej/otouis in the same light, since neither 
the thematic inflection of the perfect participle nor the change of ova to 
ots can be Achaean (cf . Arcadian), and the latter is not even common to the 
Aeolic dialects but purely Lesbian (in Elean only in the case of final -vs). 
One would have to assume rather, with Frankel, loc. cit., that there were 
Aeolians from Lesbos or vicinity among the islanders who, according to 
Herod, iv. 161, formed part of the population of Cyrene. But I cannot 
conceal my suspicion that the language of the inscription in question, 
which belongs to the Roman period, is artificial, and that, while it contains 
genuine native forms, as the accusative plural in -os, the participles cited 
no more belong to the dialect of Cyrene than do aju//.e, SiaXexO^aai, etc. in 
the Megalopolis inscription, Kern Inschr. von Magnesia 38, to Arcadian. 

63. The use of the patronymic adjective instead of the genitive singu- 
lar of the father's name. This is a characteristic of Lesbian, Thessalian, 
and Boeotian, of which there are almost countless examples. For certain 
general classes of exceptions, see especially Sadee De Boeot. tit. dial., 
pp. 17 ff., Solmsen Rhein. Mus. LVIII, pp. 603 ff., LIX, pp. 596 ff. There 
are also some instances of the use of the genitive in Thessalian and 
Boeotian which Solmsen, loc. cit., ascribes to the non-Aeolic, West Greek, 
element in these dialects, and in the case of Thessalian he thinks that 
this non-Aeolic type prevailed in the West. But, while for several other 
phenomena he has clearly established such a distribution, the material is 
not sufficiently decisive here. The Sotaerus inscription has the genitive, 
but until there is additional evidence that this represents the normal 
type in the Thessaliotis, it will not be clear that the numerous examples 
of the patronymic in later inscriptions of Cierium itself, in Pharsalus, 
etc., are late encroachments from the East. 
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In Thessalian and Boeotian there are also examples of such adjectives 
being used in agreement with appellatives, in place of a genitive of pos- 
session, as Thess. Ho\v£a>aw. «p.p.t (sc. d ordXAa) Hoffmann II. 42, Boeot. 
Topyivios ifd 6 kotvAos Rolfe Harvard Studies II, p. 89, KaA(A.)wtta «pi (sc. 
d KvXii) to Kevrpovos (note the genitive in apposition with that implied by 
the adjective) 'E<j>. 'Ap^. 1896, p. 243 (where two other examples are cited), 

64. aypiui-alpim. Lesb. dype'&vres SGDI. 214. 33, aypidtvTa ibid. 215. 

49, dypeo-ios ibid. 215. 31 (reading not quite certain, but y probable). 

Karaypivrov ibid. 214. 15, irpoayprjp.p.evui ibid. 311. 6; Ka.Tay[pf\dr)i ibid. 
213. 13 (where the far less probable Karay[v(o\9r)i is given in the text; 
KaTay[pe]6r)i is preferred in IG. XII. ii. 1). Elean i£aypeov SGDI. 1156. 
The Thessalian form is avypim with unexplained nasal and spiritus asper 
(contamination with some other verb ?), seen in i<fmvypevOuv SGDI. 345. 
41, irpoavyp<fo-[i] ibid. 361 B. 14, dvyp«nos 'E<p. Ap%- 1901, p. 134. 

All these are precisely equivalent in meaning to the corresponding 
forms of alpito and its derivatives, except that Thess. i<fmvypevQuv has a 
force which is not quotable for the rare i<jxup€opMi, namely, =lmXap./3d- 
vovrai, KaT-qyopovvrai (cf. KarrryopeCv in 1. 38). It is this use of the verb as 
a substitute for the <up«o of other dialects, and not the mere form aypiw, 
that is of significance. This has been very properly emphasized by 
Schulze GOtt. gel. Anz. 1897, p. 875, but has been ignored in most dis- 
cussions. So Gerstenhauer " De Alcaei et Sapphonis copia vocabulorum " 
(Diss. Hal. XII, pp. 178 ff.) says: "dypeTv non solum apud Aeolos, sed 
omnibus in dialectis praeter usitatius alpetv vetere aetate usurpatum esse 
iam pridem cognitum est." But of the forms cited by Bergk Griech. 
Litteraturgeschichte I, p. 58, note, and others, most of them glosses, some 
are clearly derived from dyp«o in its original, pregnant, sense of 'catch, 
seize,' e. g., Boeot. dypep.dves- Or/pevrai (Hesych.), and in some the force of 
the verb is quite obscure. The force of alpiio is beyond question in 
TraAivdyperos Horn., Hes., etc., avrdyperos Horn., Simon. Am. and avraypeo-irj 
Callim., but it is quite possible that these poetical forms, as well as the 
use of dyp«o in Archil. 4. 3 and Aesch. Ag. 126 (lyric passage), are of 
Aeolic origin. The meaning 'choose' seems also most appropriate in 
Lac. hrirayperai, and Coan ayperai, if properly defined by Hesychius. (For 
Lac. hrirayperai and some others, Schulze loo. cit. assumes dypew = dyto, as 
in Horn, dypci. But the exclamatory dypa in Homer, though equivalent 
to dye, need not be separated from dypeco 'catch,' and does not entitle us 
to assume that the verb was otherwise used in the sense of dyto.) It is 
quite possible that in various dialects dyp«o was occasionally used in 
the sense of aipiw. But there is no evidence as yet that it was the 
regular substitute for it in any other dialects than Lesbian, Thessalian, 
and Elean. 

65. ttoSoto-i. I have discussed the distribution of this type of dative 
in the Class. Rev. XIX (1905), pp. 249 ff., and have shown that, while it 
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is often spoken of as Doric as well as Aeolic, the only occurrences in Doric 
are from Corinthian colonies. But in place of the suggestion that these 
might be due to a popular adoption of the epic form, I would now prefer 
a privately expressed opinion of Solmsen, that they represent an Aeolic 
element in Corinthian, which the statement of Thuc. iv. 42, Aupirjs to 
7rdXja.L lSpv$€vres rot's iv rfj iroXa K.opivdtoi's iiroXipjow ovcnv AioAcJkti, justifies 
us in assuming. 

This is the only one of the Aeolic peculiarities given in the chart 
which is found in Phocian. For some other possible traces of an Aeolic 
element in Phocian (Vayos, StSrj/u, KepatopMi), see Solmsen Kilhn's Zeitsch. 
XXXIV, p. 555, XXXIX, pp. 212, 216. 

66-71. These peculiarities are "Aeolic" in the widest sense, that is 
Aeolic and Achaean (Arcado-Cyprian), some of them appearing also as 
survivals in certain West Greek dialects. 

66. SocoTos^Socaros. This is Arcadian and Lesbian, as confirmed 
now by IG. XII. ii. 82. It is presumably Cyprian also, and possibly 
Thessalian, but examples are lacking. Arcadian has also 8cko(8vo8eko) 
and henoTov, both in Hoffmann I. 29, and Lesbian also cvo[tos] IG. XII. ii. 
83. In the note to IG. XII. ii. 82 the editor speaks of E standing for 
(kotov. It is probable that this was the Lesbian form, but, so far as I 
know, it is not quotable. Many class Sexoros with orpdi-os, etc. (below, 
70), but as the matter is uncertain, I have preferred to give it a sepa- 
rate place. Aside from the theory of assimilation, which is unsatis- 
factory, it is possible to regard the o as a further extension of the analo- 
gical o which is more widespread in the case of cikoo-i (2). 

67. 6v(vv)=a.vd. 6v- is the usual form in Lesbian, Thessalian (Pelas- 
giotis; av- in the Thessaliotis, as Hoffmann II. 63 from Cierium, Mon. 
Antichi. VIII (1898), p. 66 from Pharsalus), and Cyprian, while iv- from 
6v- occurs once in Cyprian, and in Arcadian. See 49. Examples of dvd 
in these dialects are due to Koivrj influence. This 6v is often grouped with 
cases like orpdi-os, etc. (below, 70), and perhaps correctly. 

68. airv=a.ir6. See 49. 

69. <j>iXrnu. The unthematic inflection of the contract verbs, often 
known as the Aeolic inflection, is characteristic of Lesbian, Thessalian 
(Pelasgiotis; but hvXopiovros in the Sotaerus inscription and so perhaps 
regularly in the Thessaliotis), Arcadian, and Cyprian. For material, 
to which some additions can now be made, as Arc. Kvivo-av 'E<p 'Ap^., 1898, 
pp. 248 ff., iToUvo-i Kern Inschr. von Magnesia 38. 34, see Hoffmann I, pp. 
263 ff., II, pp. 574 ff. The supposed Boeotian forms of this type quoted 
from grammarians by Meister I, pp. 276 ff ., find no support in the inscrip- 
tions, which show the usual type (or-paTayiovTos, etc.). <f>iXu/u, iroUipx, etc., 
are simply Lesbian forms put into Boeotian spelling and are no more 
genuine than iotci/u. The "Aeolic" oikcvti, <piAevri, while they cannot be 
Lesbian, need not therefore be Boeotian. They may be Thessalian. 
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T£A.«r<£opevT« in an inscription of Cyrene SGDI. 4837, represents a 
direct importation from Arcadia according to Blass SGDI. Ill, p. 195, 
who supposes that the Peloponnesian colonists, who with the Cretans con- 
stituted the second phyle established by Demonax (Herod, iv. 161( con- 
sisted largely of Arcadians. But it is at least equally probable that the 
type was brought to Cyrene by the original colonists from Thera, and is 
to be added to the other evidences of a pre-Doric (Achaean) element in 
Thera. The fact that no such forms are quotable from Thera itself is 
not a serious objection to this view, in the meager state of the material. 

In Elean, which otherwise has the usual thematic inflection (ttoicov, 
iroUoi, etc.) occur also <rv\aii, and, in the amnesty-decree, Solmsen Insc. 
select. 40, Sapxxnota (=-01)7) and Sap.oo-ico/xev. The two optatives may be 
viewed in the same light as Attic-Ionic p.ur$oir)v, etc. (Brugmann Gr. 
Gram.*, pp. 339 f.), and so do not necessarily imply the existence of the 
more general unthematic type. The infinitive in -<op*v, which is seen 
also in Cret. [S}afuofi(.v, £a/uofiev SGDI. 4985, 5125, perhaps also represents 
a restricted extension of unthematic forms, the limits of which are not 
yet clear. 

70. o-TpoTos=<rrpaTos. This stands for the whole series of forms in 
which po or op, Xo or oA, appear in place of usual pa, ap, Xa, aX. The most 
numerous examples are in Lesbian, for which see Hoffmann II, pp. 
355 ff. There are also some few Homeric forms which belong here, as 
r/fifipoTov=TjiMi.pTov (Lesb. dp,/?p[o]T77v Hoffmann II. 82 is surely ^apjapreiv), 
probably aop, aoprrjp (see Solmsen Untersuchungen zu griech. Laut- und 
Verslehre, p. 292). 1 o-Tporos is attested for Boeotian by o-tpotiwtt/s, 
lo-TpoTtvaOrj, and numerous proper names (see Index to IG. VII); o-rpa- 
TayiovTos and names containing o-Tpcn-os, while conceivably the West Greek 
forms, are best attributed to koivtj influence. ir6pvoip=irapvoty is quoted as 
Boeotian by Strabo xiii. 613. «poTos=«paTos and fipoxvs= y8p<*x v ' s are 
attested by proper names in both Boeotian and Thessalian. See Sadee 
De Boeot. tit. dial., pp. 10 f . iropvdp.ev irtokiiv from Hesychius is claimed 
as Thessalian by Schulze GOtt. gel. Anz., 1897, p. 873, but I see no reason 
why it may not equally well be Boeotian or taken from some literary 
Aeolic source (with -p.ev, as in Homer, beside -fievcu). In Arcadian we 
have i<f>6opK<os=i(p6a.pKu>s, and Travdyop<ns=Travjyvpi<;, with which compare 
West Ion., ayappK IG. XIV. 759 (Naples). Cyprian Karipopyov is proba- 
bly *Karlpapyov, aorist of */caT-e/repy<u (Kareipyw). Hesychius cites Kop£w.= 
Kaphia and <TTpoird=acrTpair>j as Cyprian (also a-Topird as Arcadian). 

Some similar forms occur also in West Greek dialects, especially 
derivatives of ypd<f><o. Thus ypo<£evs in Elis (beside ypa<£os), Argolis (Argos, 
Mycenae, Epidaurus), and in Sicyon (Kern Inschr. von Magnesia, p. 41); 

•Here belongs j3por6s for *Ppar6s (cf. Skt. mrta-). As a purely poetical word it 
has survived only in its Homeric, that is, in this case Aeolic, form, noprbt (Hesych., 
Oallim.) is probably also Aeolic. 
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in Argolis also -ypcx/Sis, ypo<f>ivu>, ayypo<f>d, lyypo<f>d, a~uyypo<f>o<i (see especially 
IG. IV. 1484, 1485 from Epidaurus) but ypd<r<rpxi = ypdfipa; Heracl. dvori- 
ypo(j>os; Cret. a.7r6ypo<i>ov, eyypo<j>ov; Mel. Tp6(j>u>v (so, not yp6(j>u>v, in SGDI 
4871, no less than in 4872; see following). But we find only ypafy- in 
verb-forms, even in the same inscriptions which contain nouns in ypocj>-. 
Cf. also Cret., Epid. KaraXo/Jevs 'support' — *KaTaXa / 3evs, and Cret. aPXoiria 
— dfiXafiia. (cf. Hesychius d/3X<MreV d/SXa/Je's, Kp^Tes). 

The uncertainty as to the real history of forms like or-poi-os (see Brug- 
mann Gr. Gram. 3 , p. 68 with literature cited) makes it difficult to decide 
whether all the examples cited are of equal significance. Many of them, 
considered by themselves, might easily be regarded as inherited o-grade 
forms. But it is obvious that where the examples are so numerous as in 
Lesbian some special phonetic development must be involved, though 
the more precise conditions are still obscure. And I am fully satisfied 
that not only the Boeotian and Thessalian, but also the Arcadian and 
Cyprian examples, are to be viewed in the same light. In the case of 
ypo<j>ev<s, etc., there is more ground for the suspicion of having to do 
merely with an inherited o-grade, partly because of their provenance, 
partly because of the restriction to derivatives. Nevertheless I am in- 
clined to believe that the resemblance of these forms to those in Les- 
bian, etc., is not accidental, and to reckon them among the pre-Doric 
survivals in West Greek. 

It is still more difficult to estimate the significance of certain other 
forms which show o in place of usual a. Thus, besides Lesb., Arc. Sckotos, 
Arc. hiKorov, etc., and Lesb., Thess., Arc, Cypr., oV=dvd, which have been 
mentioned above (66, 67), we find Heracl. to<j>iu>v 'grave,' Delph. 
hnofyrpa 'burial rites' (cf. rd^os), and Ko6apos= xaOapos in Heracl., Sybaris, 
Locr. (TLep<po6apiav), Kodapcns in Elean. 

71. Tre8d=p,eTa. This is Lesbian, Boeotian, Arcadian (presumably 
also Thessalian and Cyprian, but not yet quotable), Argive, Cretan, and 
Theran. In all these it is clearly the genuine form of the dialect, being 
displaced by p.erd only in later times under noarf influence. ncSayetrvtos 
or TlerayciTvios ~ Att. Mera-yaVvtos is also Megarian, Rhodian, Coan, and 
Calymnian, which have only p.«-d used alone, though all examples are 
late enough to be koivyj. For full material see Miss Kellermann Syntax 
of Some Prepositions in the Greek Dialects, pp. 56 ff., supplementing the 
Argive examples by ireS tapdV, irtZdyayov, BCH. XXVII (1903), pp. 270 ff. 

The distribution of TreSd and perd, forms of totally distinct origin, may, 

of course, be accidental, but is such as to make probable at least the 

view, long since urged by Hoffmann De mixtis Graec. ling, dial., p. 8, 

that the preference for neSd was an Aeolic-Achaean characteristic, and 

s to be regarded as a pre-Doric survival in Argos, Crete, etc. 



